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fT Rmpfr-PT ^ 4 2001 3^1 3IT^ Rlfel aR f^RI^ ^ 

^ TE 31crf^ TRR ^ WT ^ ^ ^ ^liRTyigl g?r c^ RH c^ 

TTT- ' -■' <HTG m HTf^TT aiT I 


2 1 ?ftTrrdTTT CP H^jEcET T JEOTR R? fslTR ^ cp 18 ERgt, 2002 RJt 

3i ^Rcrri TTR RiRcRn TRT^ c^ 31 -^'IRr 3RtRr 

y;^c5?) R) ^ j'l jraieH JT^JoRi ^ ^ 1 R^ 3RT 

TfiHT ^ l[xTr^ (TRTRR^EITr#) 3fr? tERf RHRR ?1TR TRtf^FI?TR ^ ?R 

® R'-iq W RcicIO T ?-!RR TEH 3RTRRR ?> 'fSr% R5t feqf& T Rl ^ 

irjfT E^fi m i 


2 2 SR YfJR ?T( 'ti ^ R? f^ RRT SR ^ 3I5itrfeT TIRf^ ^ 

%RTRrTT R^'i R' ’^’TI-WT sR gTT TrJRI T? JT^ocE R1r.fr 31^ jmcTR RRSft RTRcft TT f^RR cE?^ 
TR# if ■RTTR-flRf -R^R R ? CERfft 2C02 RR ‘YE 3 iR T^RR ^RRiI ^Tilf I T>ff URtRRTSft R>F 
f^'I fpRf I<T ,' cr-i -p,»rf Tiv ^^ gp ,0,T ^ RfT iff 

_(Y'.'’VT;, Cj,? . 


•' '■■ T’-'X' (T‘HTHft3IT5} RRf TIRR FTTR TyRlfR\'?IR R 5JTO 
'' ■■'' •' '' •r'’'cEi irfR'IR f-Tn-Gf; 4R RFR ?RT TER 'g' 


i'lr: ■‘> jiR? w'-- rtt-' -'"I'; iTsR^'i (XnTi^fFrffantf 

<F. '4?rGs «-'>o: ’•■r-- 

< ’.'IV r;.i m-l .ppit,'^ >TS7 RrlTGR TRR R RT ^ RRIRBR RR fRRET TRR 
.V'r - ■ .” ’iRT;?] fR^ii !rr; rrcERSlEj PT"' , pRT f$ Riff RTTRl RR RRYRrp, 

< • , ■:, RRjr.v^R ttm cE -iir^ir tte .gfr rIrttr R « rtrt we? i 

.frRivnp.v ;-: i;;,|j{^ \j|V4RrR T fR> R RRRRTR TR fRRT RT^ RITR^Tiff ^eiRT 

.'F>F .;,*r r^ry,r, ^n-; a; cff R TiTf q-gRif) RR R f RR? RjR tRRT I ?RRJ 

TR-’: YcRj; -;r-'r RR RTRR RRRf Rft RTJEff Rff R^ ^ff RTR RfifReT ^ iffff "^J^iff R^f 

T-Plf- ^'T cir|;7i ,r| ^ | 




[•HFT III— 


KTTcT : ■5raT^jrr'ir 


(iii) ^ wr?M ^i?t ^ff?TTf?r c^r sjt arci crf^^ cp 

;>>' % WTF?I ^HPfr ‘dfr cTJP g5t ^ 3ra1& cPt 'STcSTT^ f^cRT' «T?n •nl 

44^x14 t i # ^VT^TOTT ^jdtfT cfiT ^-HFT ^ fell fiTRPTT 1 


(iv) ^ WTcRTt "cPt uTOTH ^ Wf C^ fffp ^ -TTrcTT K fTT or? 

^TT^ g?t sTcfrar cPt| sm btoj? -frlr crnr^n vtikit ' §rrf^ 

5rf^ 20' 5f5t^ ^ fM 1415/- W 3ikJlf^ 40' cH 2125/ ?X1 ?i1[tr^77 I'T 5 

790/- W 3?t? 1185/- >50 ^ ^I'ljoft TfpU t i 


(v) ^ ^ 3 ik ^rr^ twet 20 ' cfe-r? f?i\f 525 /- w 3 &{ lo' wCT" 

^ 940/- W TJJofF c^t efl?^ ^ ERjEfl ij?/ 4Tr>4^ I '^^oT’ "-^/F :'' 

TJf # cfl ^TTcf?) i^TT^ 05741 I 


(vi) xpe^ 7f4^ cf)i 74?4 {t?if ^ 0 ^ iiTiT, (T^ta^R'F) a?t f4f-‘;ki^! 4 f44‘K''J ■F1 k 
prrw^ c4l ^ l 3?cT ciT^^/’TPic: 44yrR4 4 ?Tif4ci 448/- 750 ai8 'jf-F’ <$ xngra 
WF (744jS 1R’'|) c4l cITTTff cPt4 I 


(vii) 20' cF%^ 40' chcH'! c4 iFR?!. 350/ 347 516/ >5 fcTRf '-HTO 5P-TT4 ^4 

f^FTc^t 44rg74 cp FFT x4 TfT 4 cr/|^ ci^l iri 4t4t, 4^ FFTcfi 4 cnw?f cpt^I t4’4 
f^R rTPTefr 4 fjTcRF PP ORTPR cF |cp 4 7%! PT?4 4k/'pT77i 4 4 FrpjT PPT Ft ! 


(\lii) PiFTf P? WcrPT^ p 4 <PFfi cp' TTFIFP "PFRifl cP f4(T .3Rf4r48 31RE1 RPT RTrff b ! F%' 

7P|4’4 '-p 4 <pip| cPi irFFTO “a; fPn:; 3Tfff-44n 7(Rpf! ptii 4 /ei 4 i i 445 fi-jj/rf 4 

73114744* eiTP^ITS p 4 *FT 4 t -fi opiTjtt i 


(i\) 4 r?pi 4 cfj 3144ET (ttPFvTiTnT) 7 > 7 t 4 2000/ >0 yt'1 of.-pf Ft pipri ^>7 

*7PT 3T4f4rf ^ sfk 07t?p fprp f4f4cp 4! -i^i p F^tnprri ;j^4t or,F^' cpt 
w4l Prf^ I 


(i) 7 t 4 PP TJ-RTI 4 , * 4 p 7 -- 447^3 * MrtTelPt <4 a? 7 RFT 7 T 7 Rf 4 \T afoPIT 444 t 

*4 STTFPt * TFfR :-PT747rT 4t ?4 PPlfcp {44RT 7P44 PTPPT S'^pF’f <4 44/. 
TRTgPi 4* *p;t t . 
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(ii) ^ cPT Slt^tWI ^ ^ 3FFft jrf^Slt ^ 

^sifTvSRFft vjf^Fi g^r gcrrai I ^srrgfr ^ i^feci wi^ jrf^ gff t I - 

ITI% cpt^Rgt^Rel ^ ^ ^ t I 

(iii) ^ jraigRi ^ Tiki ciFRT g^H g5T% ^ fePi Jikf^ sTigigcF^ k?TT 'kg kggr' ck 

TTcFcTTi ^ g?r t I gf Tkt fen ^ ggi cpgg t 3M: g? ##fegi 
^ 'Jii<1 T^gi I 

(iv) Tffekfe ji^[cgT Ti rtr c^ feiT cpFft gg #fn ^jccF fetsm gg gragn t I g? 
n^ cTwi k g?ick annk ^ Tk t i g? cngcit ck feknn T?3k k wng? ti 
TMfepf ^ fe?T fen wiv % cff TjcJ g^ ck ggnr Tk I TT^ ^ ggicRt ck Tjg 
cnk fck Tigg Tkn fefeg ^k ^ fenk gik k ggk gg fe g cig ^ I 

(v) fkgk k kgg k, 3Tfef?g k ^ fermg Tikt ngicigt gk ggnj ^wn i gk 

fek gfkkg k fkg nrgig fkgi wnmi kr g? grekn 3ik ngfensk k nggk 
k fkgi unw i . , 

(vi) ^kkck gk ankggik gfkkfkk k gggn ggrg feJ fetHgig kt gk^ ang nfkgi 
anrgrk aiggi jraicig (ak) grk k nk ggk k ferag kt kkki^ fek aiggik k 
arngk t i ?Tik aifkfeg fekg fn^gig fen t i 

tPFgg TTkg ( #kh ? g 'c ; i?) 


(i) kfekfe kt kkp gk k gig k fertfe gk k arjer^ gfer-r gik k viging (ak) 
gik gcF grkR k gnk k fer n^ocp 20' gferr k fcnj 1 040/- go aik 40’ gfeR k 
fkg 1 , 560 /- go t grafk ktktferci ?kt jraicH k fen/ 1,700/- go akr 2,550/- go 
grjoT grT Tfi t I 

(ii) ktktkfei gg gir angR nr ggk k fetem k fkg ngiT gTjH cprgi t I g? 
gqkt t aftTfggg gkt nrgig g^ fegi ggi t 1 

(iii) ktktkfei 5RI g^Tqgg ggrep mfkgjgn k ar^krgg k fen ktgi fkkgng k 
ggg kkg ^krk k fer 750/- go afk gep gir kki k^ k teig 50/- go grj^ 
fkg ^ f I ^ jiggg k ggir Tfe 'M gk gk k gig k fkgtfe gk t l 

kgf kjfe 


fe(g kgi ai^ (iFHknank wt k g? ..jig^ gk t fe gge^ fkgfg nr gn-fj t gi 
angm w 1 

(ii) fetg kgr ar^kg k ^gktg^ gi^ gk kt gf^ ggg ggcg> g^i gig k 1 feg 

n^c-cp gg gg fenr g^mrig g^^ gifkgjgn k fkkg k gig k fegi gn ggigi t , 
afrrkfn fkkg kk ggi kkjgi ji^cgi ngf^d Ttm 1 
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(iii) ^ 3TTf#5l cfcP 3ik 3Ti|#^ ^ EPt^ 7n;i cT^p 

ns nf^.Tr^ ^ jmr^ ^ ^irfl'T i 

(iv) wt ^T 13 ^ Yirf^inf cPJR 5 R^ ^.3Trf3TR ^ f?4R ^ t cPTlf^ ^ Iftqcr f % ^ 
CPT ilPR ^TTf^TcT feilT Pp ^ ?t | 

(v) gRT ^ gfl XJg efTTO ^ ^ % 7 |Tt 

^4 fnmrgg 3ra4 ^ 4 ?t wg ^ ?pp ^ 

TRn I I ^%TFRgWT T^tef OTq^ n ^ ^ c^ 5(f?I 200 3lARg^ 

^PR ggs ^rftrJTR gsr i 

(vi) ^ Rii^uf ^ stif? ^ w #^MTrc4 ^ cp%^ ci?f cpt^icpr £( iRFn ^ gR f^ 

3it? grr srasR ^ 13 ^ ^ -sief-f^ f^R# ^prr ^ gsro^t 

^ggRTi^ ^ I 

f^ififn cTT^ ij'HtRiiiyiH ( 5 ^) (# 555 cn’) 


(i) *4 inr'jjcp ^ggria % gg gsFft greiriFT 3i1g giFi g>" ^Rig ^ 

gpTpp5i€l gRi mi;Tcif&icPi/ g^ifStfgifr ^ crjci rt jwri g>i crjr cp^ gg gR 
■^p , 3it4 #4 Mir 4 gRi giTg^ g^t # gg ggRl gg #5icp ggjgR I cn?gt 

grg JWT^ gft cRjcft ^ #jrgR 3ik sgggR c^ 'ot sTfriRgg fMg T?g jr?rR#rgj 
gRp^gr 1 

(ii) ggrrorg jRjpgs jnf?JgRg ^ gigRr jrgcgs ^ g?figg gg gFrar fcmRPffg t sfR gp# 

^ 3i1cfg ^ gg7 ggpj^ ^ Rpr 1 

(iii) -^grftg !4%gi ^ l^gi grar f^rgeFr f^Rgg ^ ^ giflg, gg^ gRg^r c^ gggg 
afk Rglfsiid cp'i4yuiic^t gpsg ^ grftg, 3fR wr) gf^sgi gg grpR f^Rir 
RPTT grftg 1 

(iv) 4)4)141 gRi ggpf RT^ gr^ 4gT 34^4g jwr ggrPrig a^pg^ arf^igRR 
gRT aT&^ g^ f' I 

gfitH i^TcR amp g»tH4 (4)4)4)) 


(i) gf^gpf c^ 3Tf4^if!Ri ^ ggg g)4g4 ^ ^ g?l gtvjgr 1^44 gg ggign tr ggr t; afR 
R^ gg^ RpRTFfT gi) ga) c^ f^ ggRR gRR Rggr rt g# anR ga) RciRFft cpr 
?gRR gR 4? f I 

(ii) gg Rp ^'0 t ggp^ ^ f^ g4 gg gfe^R ggiMgg ir^pgs jnlal^RiT 

gR[ gi^glRg a^p^’ ^ f^f^pg gg^ ii gggR w f^s^r rm t. gaj)^ 4gT 

c^ 4gg 4 1tR ggi4 gD gf af^RiT 4 ggg?) apfa^gr t l 
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(iii) ^ ^ gggmgjl g^ tg^ig > 114 ? gg 

gggrg g^^gi w t 1 ##€l4ici g^r g^d mi fcicig m'mn g^t gIg^^l g>x4l 
grf^ ggtf^ ^ ^ mimi gi ' 

(g^igig affm (k'g<^'t^) 

(i) fSRT ^rgg 4Ml€kd ^ sf^ggr gg 3Tfgm:tJi ^ "egg 2000 ^ '41 "iTiv^m gigg 

gi^ 4 g% ^ I q-g? kg 4tg4 gjg kgf^t jii^e armfe^ 4 gg g? ejii-t g4l 

kgr gi gki^ giggt g4 4l egi4 qg ^ kvig gg ^ ^gig kgr ggr gi 1 Migiggii 

^ 4t giggr g5t ^ ^g g?? kgi w gi I gl^uiimigw ^ ^iggl mi 

3iqf%r4 kgiguT k ggr gttg cKti gftgfiSkd g4 ggkt ^ gggg k fg^g 
nmR 44 g# 1 

(ii) cRgd ^ sfkirmg 4> gig Migfggi 30 f4gt 4 gftgft^Kid g4 ggirgmgr nv/gg gfg gik 

45 giggig g? g^ '<5igf4> gMgd <i> jm-igg <4 3Tf4g 30 kgi 4 4h;g'44i lirg yim 
gf4 gk gi4t 85 giggR s4 1 

(iii) gf^ggi ^ rngidg ggg gi? ^ 4tgrg gftgTl^iiid 4 gggg>g g4 gqgig fggt4 g4 gig 

kgi gft ggl 4 f4d-i gi g4 l^sngg 4 m'ifr gggg gm 1 gvft 

viM'Wjg 4 3l\g gKfd ?ftg 4g g^g>4 g4 giil4d mg4 4 g4g44tgd 3ig ggg ggg g4 
gsETT JIM ^g4 gg grgi gRcn 4 1 §ggi i)gi cPigi 4 k? 414)ciqd sri gf^iRsd 
ggggR' g4 g^gig 1444 vjgig?f ggtf g4 feqi4 gg gicm 2 ft 1 

(iv) guTg g4 g4^ kkgi k? kgi 4) 41gM(id g ef^ggi 4 g^ 4g k rt 4 4 ('4 
4t4t4Kid 4 gRi 4t g^ 24) 8 kgigg, 2001 4 gf4g'd 4 ^ aggrg giggii g4 
gjg44t 4m 4 i 4gi4 mk m4g4 4r girgg4g 4 srfm 4fm gD^mRi 4 ^iRi gw 
kgi 34g g4k 4 fg gm gg 3TIW f4gT f4 g? gggg4g 4 gKlg4 g4 3gr4 ce4i 4 

4 4 I 

(v) gggg4g 4kggigT g4 gkgg 4 ?gr4 4 kdg 4 feFi 4) mgfk gg tj 4 ggg 
gfrrfkkd gRi g4 g^ gg^nf 4 gkgg qg »feRwi 34g ggg) qg k4g gpgi 44 gMt 
vtggg 4 ggggRiq qmk gg ^qgig gR4 4 )4g ^4)g g4 gi^g k>gi mm i 

(vi) 44gd 3m4cg 4 f4ii aurngm 4 3n4 4 jm grig kg 4 f4g 3Tq4t 44 4 gkgg 
4) 3w 4im gfivWT 4 44 grk g4 (g?i4 amgrgm gRi k4q gw 4 315427 g krgi 
ggr 4) k4q 4m 44) mkg f4gr4 k4g ^cm 5 <jg 3<qR7 gg gnm ggigi gg gT4, 
grk gkfeg gggicrm kgj mr g74 gftg mtm 4tm 4k'^'^^ mt 44gg 4gi4 4 3g4 
gicD 3Tf4kggT diqg mt mg f4gT gg gr4 1 

44 gg) 4) gggFg gkkk g4 g?T4f 41 54 3 igf 4 mt gt4gd 4 f4amg alR 
gfrfMtici gRi gggg4g ml 44 mi gi4) mggfr 4 gc^ gg gimm ^ 1 
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(vii) w ^ ^ ^ ^ Tf| 1%^T# m ^ t ^3^ 

TfTRMsn^ ^ t^a#rat ^ ^ t I sjWrrrRgKfTSTt ^ ^ ^ 

RtcFcq 3TraM^ git #31 xfif# 3jk jn§tg: efi^gd ggg^ git ## ginr ^nf# i 

(viii) ^ git f^gg^ ^rr ^ 3 t# #g^ #qggrH gg #g>eg #ger grrgrggj 

^ #31 ## I 

(ix) "#! gg3 ##3 #n 3 fj#[ gg 3i# t ?#: a^g ygtggi# # #fRt git # #3UfT t i 

(x) ## grg#! # ar# 3# angraf g#Rt # ^gg#t #it git n#gT 7«n#i f### 

3# #jtRg git wth ##e: git gg# ## I ##g af#n ^ g# 

# #gvtg g#g 3# jratggi3tt # ggj# % #gT gg t I 

(xi) #tt#c3 ^ dfitgci # #R ##? 7T©g cPT #g ^gccg gcgRH g^# grg 

cgT# cpr g?fgg #t # #3 #c3 grTgig# gM 3gf#T3it # gg#T ^ # #N 

cR' #g i 

(xii) grg ggg ^ g##f # f^ xjgi {$i#t f# g#Tc3 g^r #g ggm t cfr xjgg#^ g#3? 

73# ggw # gggg f#tf^ 3 t#) twi ^ # 3# a#T #t cg^ g# I 

gf#FRg -.q, t igtf# ggqgR ggg/## wr #r # grg-Tgg, ##3# #rt gcg> 
g-<3gggir <*t 3ic3g-3rc3g g?# # ggrf? #n t f## gggit #3g # gggr t 3# 
###73 gtr f#tg #n 335 # aw cr ifign g#r # grg-TTig 3Tf#gg ctigg # 
ggg g#t g#t t 1 

(xiii) #31 ^cgj gT3T gg# # ## git grg# # #h #3g gT?T ag# git 3|5 git agi 
gfigfR a'^c^’ aT#gg>T # 3g#r # stjttr gg# 73 ft gg Trggft ^ 1 

# 3 # 3n^#tt ggragnT #3 g t'S'tt f^o 


(i) ###73 # qTTT ?73 73?g # wig^ g# 3gg##g7n # t # ##373 # 33f#ifg 

# ggg arw ar## ggwg 333 73g#t # ## git 73 # ygiTH# # 

af#Tr-33t cf. # ir 33 ?# w w I 

3 ij 3 ."tt##T 73 #t TTgf# gtgp 3 T g # # gggg gg# ## gi#? g^RW att? 
##7 aig^i 33 f# 73 ggg 75 73375 tso # g^ Tggsg a#! gg ^537333 g^gi 353 1 

(iii) #173 git ##373 33Tg#7 git 33«3g7g # t# g^ 73733 ag# gg ^ggTTH g#r # f# 
giHi 3 # f#n gmfgr 1 7###73 g37T g7jc3 f# ggr 4 ^ ^jcfT^g agrg # ct gg# ^ 
Tf## # 7g g#37 f##e; gTsgggi sggr Tff# 33373 f# g3# wit# i 

(iv) 7 ##f # 33 l#i?R # #3 gig 7 tt##c 3 # t#ngg git ^7333 A 3333373 git tM 
^gg#tt #t # 7 ##ft# gg # f#g^ ## # gT# #7^733 a#t ^ 7 ?^ #3 
git #3 ##3 Rtg #ft t I 
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(v) ^ ^ ^ aft ; 3ik 8 2001 ^ 

23 f^TRR; 2001 cig^ ^ 3Flf^ ^ f4?n aU I ^TT Jf^T? ?TT 3raf^ ^ 

^ ^ Tm ^ ^ gj^ gggg^R gfT tit gjpfr ^ ^^rut c^ f^pr 

Ti f4cig w JETR crjr gR4 art^grR gff t i sTHrar 

f^Tt gft THTT tret ^ gitgY TTi 4 ^ ^TTt ^ 23 f4w, 2001 ^ ^ I 

4.1 TTFRMarif 3fR tMtrrtt gRi gft UcgTR ^r'^Mf^trci ^ f4JTfcf%T 

TjM gj^ f :- 

(i) TFERR JI^RF JUfSrgRni c^ 4 ^TFR, 2001 ^ 3 Tt4?T 4 SRiRit cZjgW ^ TSq ^T 

TftTcgrjtgt c^ rfFf?T g^ c^ TH f^igtRg g^ grjcT ^ ^rgg^ 4t t I gg^TR 

trt4 wret gRi aRplfei TfFjgrM g^ ^ tr ^ 3Ejtrr I4rtt 

t I jpgrar gf^Rjiait c^ gr^ ^ ^ 3 tt4?i ^i g^ gr?! ggr t i 

(ii) TRl^ gRT ggjR f^rr grr upiff g^cR (3TR 41^ T^tcr^rf^T) lETR 448/- TO (gT! 

ggr TR 57r grgr gR) TftiRnM gRi g^jR rt 4 gicf jett^ ^ grr f i 

(iii) gfjfgg tetter cf?4 tt g?ef fctf^iR TRgrgi ^ giagg ^ arkgrf^ Rq 4r T/grg 
FTTR ^ vrtR TEft Tiiggit f^T^-sgTeR uf^RT g4 aiTW T<R qg-qf^gifcR 
f^^RT ggr ^ i 

(iv) gt%g?r gg 4g rrT gi Rig-Tiiar tnERi sgicRl c4 fcpr trafRT gi^ grRgr? 4t RERgi 
g4t aiT I gF gf4R4g gRR 3Tf4gr4 an ggcRg TRTiggI gg 3Tl4ggR fr ggr 
ggg'TTr f^TRT Ri ggt i airgig gr^ gft giEf '■q,^ g|g Mr tt 3M srfMgg sErgr ’r 
g^g aft M ?M ^ ^ gR^ ^ 44 gg 3?a} gf M % gf^AR qft g^ gg ^ 
RTctT I aggigl m g# gigr 4 Mtt 3gRg^ 'eWgRi 4 srM M grcft giggr 
ggiER ttIMt t rT g/Mr c4 RgRi c4 ggg g4 ggr gR4 4 Trgrggr M t sfR iM 
Reg srgtgvrr g4 Tft Mt Ft M t I 

(v) g«g <4 gigqg % g^Mi 'Ft grai 4 4'R4 gr fcR vffrm g4 Rjgf^ 7 
fMrv 2001 g4 R Eft Tjf giRifM TraRg gggM rr ittM grg^tg gR4 c4 
grg lo fMr?, 2 oni 7t 4t ^ fMt ggi i gg tM^f grRettn g4t ?ti , qf^gT f4f4R 
RTR;gt g tggjg gigrttn ggR gt gig ‘TEgr ggf ^g i 

Ivi) gggg/R 4 M ri t 4 Mtg gft q# ggMR, #r ?jre, RtEig gM RtT 4tMggg 
gt Mr ni ^i'r i sgg; rrri Me nz Rtt^ gfR gr^ rr qtfr Mg 4r i-giTR g-M 
g/r M g# i 


(vii) 4tatt qg^-'tt q?t •RT g 'rtm M gtt g| att . gM -gg 4t gf aft i grl gMtt 
■g^ 4 grgg itt?) 4-1 4 xriTg a i 


(viii) RfRig gM4 gg rf M gRR g4 31(4 rr g.-Mi ^ f^rg rir 4t M gar 
an I FR gcBR fM4 r TggEjqjij^^fT t/Rii'? <^74 4('T Fij xqgfaFT Mg RTagR't 4 



111—^Gn^4] ^ TRm : ■?P4T'4TT^ 


^ cfv?^r c^ ^ ^ ^ ^STeTOPti ^ fcpr «rrJRit ^ ^ ^ #TTTp;I^ ^ ^ g^ tpy 
f^Tot?! i?l^^ W an I 

(ix) 'aicjn^ fern' tfmr ^ M ann^art n^t ^ di^nei (Pinra^t mR*^ 

cPT w ^icpn ^ 3fi? ^tfeRFi nmRr ^ ^ f^ ^ ^n ^rgnTT i 
?THtf^ n? ^nnr cni ^itfRFR npjnr nant^ n? 3Tpm-3TcFT ^i nint w 
4,Hf3^i'! cfi^ 3fi7 ebon'll ^ ^ ^ aranaJm ^ nn^ ^ '^'5^Rn?nn nw 

fcik; ng ^ nT vPT^l ^ ^ ^ ^n^nn |i I 

(x) vstRi 25 \jti R4iRi nnci Ran an n>^nRr nn ^ pm miH c^ 

nn^ wpn ^ n^ aJt fSR# nn^ ^r Rfcin n ^ n? »ft 

3TfalnFTrF ^ ^HiR Ripra ^ I n>nm ^nvb>! afR w ^Tcfr ^ ^ ^ 
pimn n?n ^npft n^ I 

(xi) n^etp ^ nn nraarR ^ fRrRi ^i t ^ "nf^ cn^ny ci?! ^pitI ^ th^ 

n?r nnn efrar pttv i ^m insRl fRv ^[cRr nn jrom vjyRi anRr yg^ 

TR an I am: aigniRd wsjc<Rj c^ in?y whi vjRm t I 

(xii) yjl^ pn?^ ^ aiRlRcfn yifli crj^ n5t ^ nt ^ w yWf^m pn?^ ^ rrat 

cnynr ancRw t l 

(xiii) tn^ ^ ^cR iRr pfR nrei yiw nrrfft c^ ctpj ^ ? alR gnr 

^ ’tR npjn 4 ^rR n^ cb^dyi # fR^ tnew cTPj ^ n^ynr argRin t i 

(xiv) ^jyR TTnyMarR sm vi^ni jrf^ yiM ynft gd aiy^Rny RfPir # i ^aypl yjF 
gfe Ef5t t yRft nf^art ny tctf?FT ^jytiRiWT yRmaft ^ nyjRi irat n^y Rt ajt; 
alR ?yT ^jyitn RrfiFn yRanait Mf«l,?n ^yyntw 'J^t nRtnfRn 1^ nij i 

(xv) ^ayr^ jraicHt ^ aiciRi ^ Rlcnryfl ^n^ y^ I 

(xvi) EP^ny nr^ (y^iRn^) ^ yyrieR (afr) yn^ nra^ yracm c^r jmry alR ^ nry anany ny 

RRtem j^jy RFran yMRrnryj ^ an#i eRFn t, n ?ft RartRn =| ^ 

MRdileid ^ aqR f^Rrid WT ^ n # f^ynR?id fcRj nri ^ I yitnr yjcEP 

'aiT' nr^ any yfR^ngyr n fn^n w an I 

(xvii) emnn 95% nrayfr ^ ^Rna'ann ^Ri' RRtsnn annwnpn n RtRi yttci 
EPT nmi ^ngnr t i ^yy ynyy eRt nn^ cn fRiy 5 q/, nnjRr nRn nyr^y ^ 
'Jiidi n I 

(xviii) etR yfr»n cR Rff} ^nyin ennny ^ Ennn ^rai % ?3Fn ^ nt y^RnnRr ^ 

nlvjjdi JT^cEP E^ argyny nny Efff nynEp EjnyR/PinR e^ Rny 375 /- m E^t Ergy^t eR 

anEft ^ I 

(xix) Ep^n^ E^ ^ ny ymptn w 200 aiARnil ^myry ept ail^y nyr f^yn w n RfiRp 
^ ESTcwn El) nEpRm Eb^i ny? ^yq eip; f^nr n any am yfiRyi qy fnyfcf A\ R- 
'T# n I w nt yw fnpin ynEn f yf^nyy ^ affaJamuT ^ ^ ^n njRRf . 7 ^ 
aiNMiel Ejn ^Ricb anyiET ynyyinRt ^ yjdiKcPdi aiRiEp n 1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY 


|Pari III— Sf.c. 4| 


!() 


4 2 A ^ jmr^ cf^t ^ f ■- 

(i) ^ 315^ W5J 313^ ^ t I ^ ttf WTi ^ 315^ clft Rf 

^ 3fl7 gRI gRT^ ^ ^ ^FT t I 

(ii) ^ 3I3;#f ^Tf{c^ gRf ^ ^ ^^Tc^t f^^lfiRT ^ g^T f^TITT ^ t I SlfElcFM 

-nReft Tl fcT^ #n 313^ 3TRR?rai ^ ^SRcn t cpfil^ TIIg^F ^ CPRUI % ^3^ 
g!^ 3RfTcET R%3n3lt ?FT RT^ ^ 3HW4 ^ f I ^^TcFT ^ ^ 

TTRc? t JRFFR m WR ^ tj?jt fuRT^ g^RUI ^ cR 

313^-1 3Tlimi^F ^ W I artera RRclt ^ gRI 1 ^:^c^F t^F' ^HRraFT 
^ ^ UTgcF cFt ^^tcFT^ ^ ^ I 

(iii) ^ 313^ cf^t ^ ^ f^ nrf^RRtrf gRT 

3 #^g^ 3 ?^c^ q? amnf^ t i gidif^ M 313^ g?r 3?! gR^ ^ 

^ !J???R cfR ^fRFcTT t ^Tgcf ^ gl^ mR ^cF 3ig^ c^ f^ t I 
^ ^ TF?CP gr Tl^' % ^ gg? f^lf^ ^ qfeRfg ^ mR 3icRR/f^ 3TH/ 

3TTO RWTeFfr ^ gfPJ g^ RT 3TIglf^ ^ # 1 

(iv) g? ^ RgR gRc^ crgcf gldl ggRg gfg ^ RFJc^t t I ^ 

jrgPT gRTT 31^3f^gF5Rg5 ^ t , ^ gg iRH aft JIgH g5^ I 

5 1 ?TT RR-^ ii ^figgg 2 RRg^, 2002 c^ if Rt^ git r| I ^H^gg 

gpgi^ R i^Rlerferr fiijgg rr :- 

Rgm 3ifa <#R i Rirg 

(i) gfir^ gT?I C^ rrat R^ git R^ I gitf ^R5frgl/g>^ R^ pTT I >itt>}t l ct)R d gRI RR 
'g4i firotg ggst ^r I 

(ii) ^iM^iRcf gFR #RgTM ^ gi^ gPiRd gR 3ltEmgig Rgr, ■>)) 3lfERjf^ 
R^ %gT RgT I 

(iii) aSRcFfSrg tgc^ 3Rgrf^ git Rf ; R^ tgcF ^ gR^^g ^gR R^ RR | gF ^ggf 
Rg>R^ gR^grf ?ft I f^Rigi f^gRg git R^ ; R^ Rglggrait ^ f^gRt ^ c^ 
RRtgRR R^ gl I g^ ggi f^ti)|gT 4t'(fl^3d ^ Rg ^ (^gR RR ^tt R# ?ff I 

(iv) ^ ii g^g 3IRI^ gJ^ git r| ; R^ RRtt cTFJ HRIR cRJc^ R3 I gF 3T3fxIg t I 

(v) RFTRgR R^[c^ RlfElgRg if ^ % RF^ FR^ '{tt#gt3d git 3ngT^ ^ I 
RitjMRcT ^ R gt (3TJit gcF) RRgit RTg^ t 3itR R €t (3r>tt gg?) RTgTg t I 
RM^tRef ^ 3IR^ Rnn^ RgiR^ glF; git t I 

G i) ittR ^Rd 3)^R RgIR ^ Rf t f^-Hgi ^Rg JfgTdR gl^ ^ 3IRIgRgg> RTgTdR 

arrcTRggi gt RgT t 1 
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■HTOT ■'FI : ■'iTRI’^IRW 


(vii) 3icf ^ 14 ^ cT# ^ "g^ii m I h 

3Tf^'?^RT elFra OT^fl t I SrfftTp ■a5■^'^t 1 cT4P f^' 

iT^ ^ ^ ^ or# ^ '»Tr?t ’^ttw A f^'>i <3 tft 

c}^ ^ ^ ^ %4Tr w I 


(#|^i;i;) 

(i) titit sJt ; erf%^ 3i1^ ^ ^ f<?r^n wu \ ^ -c^r-ii i 

^^4^ 3niTf^/gT^ ^ (^<iIfi'!U| ^ ujlrr^ cRU t) 4W ^ fe'^il 'FTT I 

(ii) 4TT^ ^ ^ cFt ( 571 ^) chiH>(j JFt an I ^qT'fr ^ #4>at c|f! 

ift wn <jn % nirg g51 e5t i 

(iii) 4M ^ I nmcR^PF wr ^ A •n'!-n Wi 

?n 3Tf^f^7 gwR ^ ? nf^ «> 4ft ?4 3ftftfe?r gnciR cRir niR-^r mfftT 

(iv) fft^ ^ 3Tgft?T nRnn ft 434gftar' nftt ft I ?ft ■<3v^ feij srrazi 

n? f^ftft ftni <jft nft I 


(v) OTftijn#3ft ^Fft ^ nroft' ft ftftjtnftftt ^ gij nnftr n? ftt ftwn jwr n'-gni tfti’nr 
an ftMtftftrcr nftt gjiftt n? iwr intjd ft i [ ft 

%Jn ft % ftft ^ ifFi^ ft ^raftt %i aft fftift 31^ ^gaTR fftnr nm ^ ] 


^iRiiT gi^ 



(i) ?nft niftt WRt fft^nr w i ?ft ^rr ftt nft aft I 

(ii> ftftiT nn ^FT gn ftt w ft I RFFWT mft ft ift'ftnft nn cFift n? nftr n irari 
nft aft I fft ^ ^ I fftRT (g^) na- 37 ^ cFR 

ft! nft aft 45nnft ftt nrft ft n^^ft ft nm fftnr w i 

(iii) ftftpT ajift ft cfjftnft nn ftR crnft ^ ^nft ft m i 'fftftt^vci ft |cf T^\p- ft ft-ftiftn rin^ 

fttran giftr FR ft) eijH tftnr i w siftfcin t I 

(iv) fftcw ft)ft)ftftjFi nft fttft ft fft^n w sjT I jrftcnn fftcin nn tjwt fftr nft ? 

(v) ft\ft\^ftM afttcRn t I ciF ^ivjRn •d-g'f^ t I 

(vi) Wnfft^ ^ ^ f^ ft-ft # njRUI fg fftftft tR mn fcFTT niliftTT i 
fttfttftftr^ gft cfFra ^ anftfeRT ^ i 

(vii) tft^Ri nft Mt^nmT w ^ ft Rif^ ^ I ft^ mtftft ft =1^ ft ft)'; 
iftft^ fftftnfft ftift) ft I gsw FFift gn ^fFrwn gift I 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ■ EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Snr. 4] 


F’ 


(vili) TPictj'Iz ^ ^ czRrmi ^ ^^^W^RII # i ^ 

tirf^ I 

(i\) ^ ^ ^ fTR ^ Mr ^ arjftsT ^ # sflr ^ 

RirfF-P^ gJ 3 Mr 3tM R) aRptci 3 trtt I 5^ giPTi gfN g^t g| 
cfteil gipft giflr t 

(x) cf vjiK-J] Hid gg ^ ^ ggrg gg>g ^gaH ^ ^ g>T ^ |i I ^ ^ggn 

3tM Tf gfR ^ |i I g? aHictgiM t afk ^ gg amn t i ^ t?rt?rgg 

3T^ gg^ gif^ i 

(xi) ^ffTT ^cg^ gRi gffg gR^ rA wi g^ M sglggrait g^T f^grg g^ gigr gnTRi i 

git^ Mg gr?! ^ g^ aMr i 

fgjfriM arw) 

(i) tM# ^ xr^ gl g^ ggnr gi? ^ gg^gi^ g# g^t g# i ?g^ 

giFTgRFft ggrarg cgl f^igggg gfl I gigra^i-l) Rgidg ^ 3M aiRW iM M?Tg> ^ 

Mi gfH RgTggiait ^ gm tg® agglfM gR^ ^ M ggi gg gM tg^ g5t i 

(ii) Mgg gRR ^i fMi t % M g>t yMnait gg RTeig gRgr tl 

g?r| ’ft gfMg ^ggi ciif#gidi g^ gj^g'IgH ft fl Mu gg Tig^n ft i 

(iii) 'MptM 3Tfftg) grar g? fttdT ft I fftsggg gg ftRft ft i Rrgg Mci g^ gRi 
Mn gg gg^g i fttftt^M gg ^?gT ft ?g RjRg gftf rr ggjft i 

(iv) ggrggg ^ gpt fft^ ^ aifgR ggg gra M gij Mg ^ fftg ggtggr 
MftgRgft! Mr i 

(v) gf^ fttfttftMi rtMrr gRT 3T^ftitftci g gft gft g^ gniRg gRgr ft fti fftngg rrr ft 
fttggfttftl gRi g^ ^ ^TRgg Rift gg giggrg ft i 

(vi) ^ Mgg gft ^gicft gRft ^ jwr 375 /- w ft 1 g^ ft gg^gR g^ ftfg ^ fftig 
gsg gR ^ gjftgg g> M ggR gftft ^ ft 1 

1 ' ti) ftTMM gg ijd Rig?R ggid ft I g? ^ ft fftM gftg ^ ft 1 

■; ii) fttft)ftM ^ aiHiei gft gftn PMig. (fttggftt) ft gi^i eg gfft ft)g g »fl^ gft gftft 
3ggfft gft) ftftft ft) g? Mg gift ft igd ft ftft 1 Mg gift ft t gftft 

giMiRdi gft) ft I ft)ft)ft)gdr gft Mg gift ft ftft) difftg 1 

M ftfftgr ftigg aifa ^ftftft gp^ (x; TO nft ft) ft) 3 nt) 


(i) TP gM)ft) 3ftT ggft)ft)3Tift ^ ^ "ggftg gRft ft I 
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(ii) ^ ^ ^ jrattwiait ^ ^ ^ ^ i ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3Tt7 ^ tr? aifSWR «rqcT ^ ^ a?f l 

(iii) ^ %rRT^ 1 ^1^ ^ ^ OTtWT tM ^ ^ I 

^ ^ if#f^iTfyR aife (lytHjH)ji^anj) 

(i) 90% ^ f I 

(ii) ^ ?t^ 'T? 60,000/- ^ Jif^ ^ ^tcTT ^ I 

(iii) ^H'ii i> ^ ^ MrSt g?r ^ ^ ari^igj t i git wt 

3lk^ggt grf^ ? 

(iv) gi^H^ ^ 3mR ^3t?=R it ^ I 

aiftg ^gfq^ xpi^ (^t^Mgnt) 

(i) ^fit^wrait ^ ^rdt 3Bicrora> fcjgig ^ ^ ^ 1 ^ 

f^<R t 1aimr t ^ f?t^ ^ 3 t^ g# ^ i 

(ii) fcleig ’7F5T ^5^ ^ Rci«l ^1^ ^ cf>|yu| ^pn | f^\> gtr gj[ cJm<^t ^ 

^ c^ gR # 1 T ’giil'j I 

(iii) 3n1?tgRR ^ ^ jih ^ ^'1?I(?H(cH g^t gR^t tnf^i 

^isrgpR ^ ^ f^o 


(i) ?g tFT^ ^r 3rg^ gttg^ ygtggi t i 

(ii) ?g ^ gftg#g ^ ^ f i ?it #?M^m gg wig gR^ t i ?gRT 3trjic|<h c^ 

gigfSt 3 TKrtg 30 ggg?; 2001 ^ 26 2001 ^ gi^ t i 

(iii) siferR si-rji^ ^ i gitg^ ^ ^ ^ gn^/isil^ ^ ^ gggg fcT^ ^ 1 
g? gRT ^ g# ^ I ?^f f^F^igR g^ ggggr giHT grt^ I 

(iv) #{ff€tw g^ ggggfR ^ gjg f?t^ gjgwr aft ^ gn^ ^ ^^ggi g^t gi^g^ git 

^ ^gRTT ggr I gri ft gi^g^ gg ^ gtgr fsir an 1 gj^g^t ^ g% ^ ^ ^ f^Rtgr 

3fR f^gig gt^ grror WJ i ?g^ 75 gira w ^ ^gggH %gT ^ 1 5 ^ gggit gnRtt git 

giFft trifle I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part ITT—Sec. 4] 


(v) 4|l'^ ^ I ^clct '(TI'HI ^(?ch ^ yRTR R>i|l KfT I 41 v;'I ^ 

yuyPlcjjOl ^ BJT I cTSirf^ *14 ^ I '3^<?1 31^ fi'J ^ 41 *H ifKET 

^ 15 lit ^ R1[ I 

(vi) €lir^4t^ srf^tf^ 300 ^ Rchi'itl ^ I Tg^ r 4R *t #ifrglx[c^ arw 

11^ JEIHT ^ 4lclv^ wRRh 150 ^ R*l'?1t ^t |3TT I 

gR w *T irgi^FT ^ *n«ii ^ Rctg ^ Rfj Rf^rk ^ dg'figi gg 

'«*di ^ ? 

(vii) 7 g 5 t ^istrfdd 3 igfEt g>r ■gi^ ^ ^ afN gg gi^ ^ ' 95 ^ ^ l 

ddi^gRT ^ #4tl^li[ci git g^ ^ wg g^^Ri ^ i 

g>Tgcb^< 

(i) ggig g^rgiR >41411^1 kid ^ gig ^ gggftgi wet t i sEggi gg wgi ggw 
Rgtf^ gr^ t I 

(ii) iltk^g^t^l gRT; ggrtr itlk[giT[g gg wj g^ fk[ ^ i gg gtl^tl^lkid ^ gra ^ 

gggfR ^ arggig ggig g^ grgg^# I 

(iii) ggi^ jRjc^ Tttkjg^t^t ^ w?j<?g^ ^ 3d?lgj t i gttgxFM g^ grt othi*^ gg gsg pgR 

ggg gR ^ ^1 I ^Rjg gtt g4 ^ ^ ijg jmR^ grfitH ^ i 

(iv) pgtggT3Tt grg ggg^ g?! g4 i 4?i* g5t4 Rr^tg g^ gij g^ij ggwsTt 

g7ggt g5tg4 «tt ^ ggRg srf^gt ^ gig git g4 eJt i 

ftiWg i*gtRn;gM (<1tk»gkid>j) 

(i) ^ ggdgt R t^iggiR ^ t I g^^t-gr^t ^ gw t i gggrag p^w 

PTfttgigg git wg $ggi gi^ gtggr gtRv i 

(ii) gw gk[ gift ^ p^cg^ git gggn ^ gg^ t i piRgRR git gggft gffg gRtt gif^rj i 

(iii) itl'41<5txd v^diiRgiK git f^iR ^ % 3RT: ^ ngidi % ^ apEtt gi^t gR^ ^ f^ gRiR 

gg>!jg gi^ i pf^^g^l git f^if^ ^ ^ ^gi g^ gR ^ i 

4fegg itynd f^m^itg^ T[g)RR{vig(3n4i{gk{gi{)gan flifilg 3ff»g 4^ (i?g#3iTt) 

(i) gg^ #ftt^tgg ^ git4 gpgi g^ %gT i gigg ^^gggw ^ ^ gig git sSt i 

(ii) gg fcrf^FT r|ig^ SRT git g4 f^ff^Fi fearfM t gggg ^ i 

(iii) t 3Tf?tgT gtirgi gg gigi gR^ t I gg grr^ t gwT ^ "ggR f3TT I p^ gg^ gggg 

Rigg g# g^ gif^ i gggit geigr ^ pf^WRggp gt Rigg ggi ^ gr^g ^ \ 
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(iv) H^NfR 3TlT&PmtT ^ cPT cl?^, 3fk '(JuM 

t^Tf^r^ t I ^ w yylcwraiT ^ ^ ^ ^ rirf^ i 

qrR 

vg? to? || 2}t I ^ 3JHK7 jjw ftora? ^ mi^ ^ 

^r ^fKf cf5t sit I ^ fto w I ?iT% to' ^ to> tto ^smi'^TT cfr ?^r to 

w wn qtor i 

tol^ torr ^0 (^<tt<f)t,'ot) 


(i) tot ifitocf? 3fto sit I tot ^iwFto tora to torwitor wRwt 

sff I ^ gtofiN gto to (to arras-y^ ^ cfr) tor tor^ t to? t i 

(ii) ^ ^r atori to ^tot 'ato ato> ^ ^ to yft i toc^ 

ijtototot ^ ^sf otri ■<}i7 ^itor ^ ait? yto ^ i 

(iii) tottittT^/?tto^t?rv ^ ton ?Trei to to sit i tot% to^ toki to? 

n^to to to tot tor nn y?m ?to w fto sn i ?iF to sn i 

(iv) to sr^MH Jiftor ^ yrg? jf??^R aitoni to t eft tom to argto aiiyj^ycn 

to 11 to to 11 to w ^y?toto ?nw ^ i 

(v) tom to arj^i to ?m?<j ^ to ?n tomei t I sj? to fto ^ argftEjrJHg? 
to t I yg' am^ ctt>t yt to cp? ?^ , sjf tora jRtonaft ctm ^ tto t i 

(vi) mycn? atol efit y?jctt ?toto git ^ ^ arjm? git tot t I gto artto 
^ mtoto m ?tot ^ I mi tto to g?? ?^ t i to to aito 
gto^ git to eft m? to tot ^ i 

(vii) ermt c^ atg? ftognn tor gn aifto? ^ i fto ?ato to tom to artof tor gn 
!i?g gm ^ amm ? 

6 toiivcm -t ?tt?totM m?T ?to^ ^g=to ^ to mt toto gt ?to it ttofetoei ^ to 
g^^t t : 

(i) ggmeR ar?je?n jrrfto?^ Wc^e? ?i^ t a^cM ?it?tttoe? m ftot a?-?! toger ^r 
^grto? irgrag jto TttoR g^ t, ftog ?to % ?g ^ gg ?to a^jeg? 
tosft ?Tg?gr3Tt ?t ti 

(ii) gto tottto=r toto gg tor ato FIST toto^ ?Tgg ^ ^ amgr ggg ga? ?m ^ 

jrgfcR ?Tg?to ato ^ to ^ ^ i 

(iii) e-nto, 'rto alt? ?igtto torn ^ "itt yito git ?m??natt git to ?it?ttogi git 

toton ^ to 3i?ito argag ton 1 1 

(iv) ?it?ttovT gT?T 4t to gr^ tonj g m ?itti gg ^ tot f alt? g ^ grtgg ntot 
#1 ?ittotot ato^gg^ ?ncng? g>r - ?n gram? m?gT t i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA . EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part Ill—S ep. 4] 


7. ^figcRl ^g^RTlt ^ ^ TI^hRT ^ 31^^ ^ e[RT ^ ^TRcItR 

TftiFKTT ^1^ ^ ^OTcEfi ^ 611^ if cptrolT ^ ^SI fiy >HH5fldl ITFFT g5t J# ^1 TTg^rl 

A i^rtiFI ^ RFJHT ^ TifeRI ^ ^ f^ t I 1^ RR ^ 

R?r RtR^JRlI ^ I TlEIFn '{^l'<^l£l'^c^ ^ 3TR^ rIwRI ■ild ^ JW sftZ <R^1 ^ 

f^HRil RR ^ IRFR t :- 

(i) ^fr| ^r m strn rcfr rr 13 fr Rff 

RlfM t I ?R RlfS^ ^ RR^ ^ R^ ^ 31R: cf 4 RR ^TfR ^ t 

RR f>kl R7^ RRI RT^ Rit R^ R# OT^ Rt R7»^\ RT^ Rlt 1 3IR'- ^ 

^ RTR 3fR RR 1^lf?t 7^ 3FJSR TIcfivR f^^R ^ R?t ^ RTRRT^ t I 

(ii) RI^ ^r #fitR WT ^ ^ RRRR RRIdR RT^ ^ f^T^RT R?t SIJi# R^ ^ R^ I RIR 4 
TjdtR ^ 3fR % RPRItlRR fJlR^ RT HRIRR Rpt ^T f^l^PiT R^t RTJRf^ ^ R^ I 'R? 
^wRgF?rR % TIW RRi#RR ^ R^RR 5% RR ^ RRTRR RI^ ^ I^I^RR 

RfTRT t 1 

(iii) ^-RR^t ^?ftRT ^FR^ SRI f^r^teR ^ TJR5 RR^cI ^ ^ iJR ^gIc^t RRTRT 

R^ ^ 1 3IR: 3RR RURR RR R?R RR% c^ THR-^ OTREllR^ ^ RFI R^I ^ 

^RR R)'(RI R5RT % I ^ ^ '3^ R>^RR R^/Olc^l RR^ ^ RRR R^IJR RR^ 

R?^ |i I ^ RTRR Rit R^/'MIcfl RR^ ^ RRI^I R^t R^fjc^t RR^ ^ R'lR ^ ^ 'RFrIcI 
^ 8 jt I ^FIRR ^t^RR '^RRI^ RecR9 t^RT RRT SR | 

(iv) |R^ ^ tlR# R^t 'jM ^3^^ ^ RRRR^R SRI RRHJ 3TgRR 50% sff ; 

5TI^ RRR?r RRT 8fr I RS ^RH Rf^R^ ^ ^ R5t R>R RR^ ^ TJRJRT5I % RRI^ 

R^ Sift I 

(v) ?R^ cbHR fR R)! ^IRI^ Rft cIPTR R?R R^ % I ^tRR^R ^ wfc^PtlSlRt ^ »ft ^ifgRR 

'^HRl^ ii §'RRj| 3^^ ^ I RRRR>R ^ TTRI ^ RRSfiRT 5 IRR if R? RR^ ^ 

'tf l 'tf l c^ijcl RI^ RTRT it RRcTR ^ RRRR ^ RI^ ^RRIH ^ R^iRR>R R^t ^3IIRRn 
^ I 

8.1 ^ Rfl^ ^ it RTS ii RRI RTPRIcRR iFRI f^Rlij RRir Ri?I ^ ^gRRl^ it 

^ Wli^ ^ RI^RR TPft RR^ cbPNM JTRR ^ Tgd SR 1^RR RR^t ^ ##StlIcI R5t 

JR^ R)'{ Rk; RTf ^t I nielli ill if ^ftrff^iRRI ^ tH'c lii|| ^ fi RS •i'S'tRW JTHl'll ii icld 63% 

Rii ^ ^ ^ RIRRI, RRff^ ^ ^RRRR RR 37% RTJ^ RRRI t 3IR^ R^ ^ 

^ 313 ^ Rjt 3R^R>R RR t I 

8.2 ^ RRtRRiait it aiqit SRTct^ ^ #5fi^tlfcl SRI JRRlI^tR 3«IR> JI^cRj RIFJ RRif ^ RI^ ii 
ift 3FFfi f^iRfthRt ^ # I ^ ?R g^i RR t^RRH R)tR7 Sl^fHcl ii RitR7 Rp^RR JIRIcPfi ^ 
llJy<?R)'l RR Plt(k“l RR^ ^ 'Hil ii ^ nilttqKui SRI 6 Rf^, 2002 R)t MiRel 3llR?l it ^ RRT % 31R'- ?R 
RFT^ ii ^ TTifitRI R^ 1iRI RRT ^ I 



[HFIIII—'0^4] '^TOf __ J2 


9. iTTR^ 4,|iSc|T^ '(HiJ^d ^ wf ^ 3lk g'-TdT^ A ^ 

^ 3TmR Rnf^Rrd f^jfA ^tw ^ ^ ■- 

(i) ^KUid^n fAi# cA lit HdkHH dTd^ A dAf I dSTltA dR 

srdTdH jri^r3it A ]T?jctk ^fwii '(Hd'i^iy gi ^diAi t At inTAd?^ ^ AA 

didcA A 3TfAT>Aj if,^’Tr d^gdr t i 

(ii) ATATAUM At 3TqA WlddidA ^ 3TltrR W 3Af 3TT7A dfAdcA A dTAd^ atjidA dA cndd 
At srrar? in TnjnfA dn rAdW**! dnA c^ snAdd tR IAmch urtAcmii gKi wA ^ 
gn fAm w ^ sfr? ATAltAi’ci cA fAkT ^ ^ dH gA arfAgfAd gn tAdi iTdi A I 
g? grgnT gfAgn ^ irgicR inAAg^ gw A AAIAcT ^ angAAigs vA jffAswTgr 
gA d^ AtfAd t I AAi fAAA A AtATATijn A 3T5jcg> npj gnA gT giA A lAfiAd 
jrAigdiaA sig dA ^ g>iAgi^ A Ag^ t, gArfAj ArMim ijgg^ gA 
gA A HM ^ artAgfAd gnA gg gg g?cr At fAgn R^gi gn "ggg A i 

(iii) g>» wdigdiaA A ariAg ngrgr A fAi AlAltA^ici A agrAf (AATtAd) wdidg jrt^gr 
gnA A g?A ggA gAA ggigA gAf fAgn i gra AtAtAtrjcf A fAfiAg arigiAt gA ^ 
ggiA, drg wrA fAl^pg jrAggr ggjA A wrA fA^n dt ggr gwj anAA g? gTt ifA A 

AtAt^tijn grgr fAg gg fAAg tfggigik A ; g^i ggA^g gfAnfAd gAt 
ggr; grAt grgggt ^ ariAfAd gAt fAgg ggr; agfA i 

Agg fAj AtAtAATcT A tA^gr A lA^ ggA tAAdg ^A gg sgrA fAgiA gg 
aggjcTg gnA A fcdj iratgdiaii A ggidA fA><ji I dF AStgm ^ggr Arm fAr 'fiAt ^A gg 
giAt AAAd ggtgdTait ^ Ahr ijA wAA gAt At mgr Agg gAt A I AtAtAtrin gA 
elAdd gg jraien ^ggr A l 3Td: fAAg gAt gA Agr A I 

dF TgfA^w dF fAmAt gnA gT lAgf greg A fAr w ^trA A wArgdrart 
SRT ggiTT giT^^g|dAt<ggA3fn ^gA ^gn AtAtAAm gg tAA^i gnA gg ifg? 
wgrdT A I srAtcwi^ gA At AtAtAti^d ^ wrA Aggw arglA A arwrAt dig gg anA 
grgggraA gA 'HRStht FtdT afk gg^ ggar gggtg ^gA gg JTgigr gngr Arm i 

(iv) AmA gTAgg gfAgn gg artAdFm mgA gA diA^g A ggicig gA ijarm gA ^ mg At 
arlAgjfAd AtA dm AtAtAAfn gA AAjmM ^ Ai^ g^cmt ^ arngg gg amg gg£?T 
grgA gg mlAggg lAm mm m i aAtgdraA frt nm gm ggr AtAt^ttii^g gigj fA?Tg 
Agr ar^Ag ^ crgn fAgj m? amA At giA A t i dF d^ tAm nm f A 

tAgy g;i amg ^ ggF gA aftg gg^e: ^ ^ awilA^ I FratfAj fAm4 Am A^ 
atdAd fAtAm f^ifAAf arrAt t mmfA dF t^tcT At At At sigr 1Ad d? ^ gddtTgjgui 
A gggAt t 1 At ggrA tAAd argAd ag Fd AgiaA gA agm A altg gjg^ iifdfAfAdf 
^ddi dIAdd ^ Atdg teiag ang/ tcmg anm dm cA # ajftg AVt^'M 
^gAi^mgAAmATFg tregA ^ fAm RR|td amg dilAd f I FTdftfclT gfAgn 
anaAdg gigr grgdd A At df Fg AmaA A |ggg gAt tArgr mr grgTdT ddifA d? A At 
fAdT gg grgTdT ^ tA> A etAgn gA gg AmaA gg At fArar Art mtAif tAggiT 
A^ gra A amg aigr tAmr ddi t i g^A^Atd A tA^ AtygAAt gA gA ^ mg t Fm 
aggg gT gt^ aFfdg amg gA tRjAt gT tArr At mrA gr^ AmaA gg tA’Ak' ^d A 


1330 G1/2002—3 
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3Tf?r;^?ikni fFqi trit t ; fer^ ^ ^ aii^ in jicfr 

art^TfrEitf^ nciFi ^ f i ^ cf^Tci sMsr ^ neim gm arffe 

JETR ^ 3PKTT cRnu arjf^ t i in ciasi crt enn ^r-nsra>? 
gm trt jfTfRf aifEHjf^ yyjcchi t? arrarfei t, in jicfr ci?f ngf^ cf>t 

g^rl aiPil^ T€f ^ wsi^ I #ifl^Tier ^ t % 

n ”^r TTRciI 4 nnj; jt^ccf 4 ^ f2tn»i1^ ^ aik n% ^ ^sji aiRiRcw cj^ c[^ 
•mn ^Fnr c^ m^ra t i 

(v) *FTlMt 3 Tlf afR tMirPTII ^ #RT ^ fM CRT jraieFI 4 

3rtR?t ^ aTNlri t I ^ nSRpR ci>nn ^ f^ #ri f^nn 

'HHiR ■jpginT Tf n ^ TT ^ f^FPi m n^m i in jra>R RyJ’i'Ji ^ foF^ 
Rlf;^^ niR #TT nr^ i m^ aif^RcRi, in ^r ^ ftijRi Tflnr cpt cRn t 

^ in jrasR ^ Mnn ^ i w t f^ d^gn aro^ ^ niH ^ 

gR ^r i^cFMsftg fd^Ri ^ ngRi t i ngm ^ g? nc^ 1^ t 

% Rin nTi dR-icf cRi ygien gi gn gn an nn n^g ^ TfPn ^ cFdRi gn 

gspF gi^ ^f ggi i gidRi dl wgicn gri ^ aiciRg gR^ 

^ nggft aifd^ g^ t, ggigi t, sfR nnin t; sfR, ?g "^gidt ^ 
aifgjjfrRi g^ d apjnR mR cRjet # I ^ f^if^ ^r, TMdijn gin g^ ^ 
PR gii PcRT sg ^ npj, gn^ dt f^if^ fenf gd Mt I 

« 

(vi) f^nina} nsfgi w gn ^5^ sri njn ^ ^ f^ g^ gi? anRi ^ 
gR ^r t I ^ yglggiait ^ gf gecRd t g^dir p^/Mcit gR^ d af^ 

375/- go g?l gg g^dR d fcPj d nd gicd •^tgi ^ fcnj ^ ; sfR g^jn gffg 
if ^JRF g>gR d gi #T f^cFTcRT t I iRft f^# ^T gi^R g>F Pg^/Mcd 
gR^ d RratRg anRt dt g^ gRgi nRig gd t I 

gMrd^TR SRI aiRRjftRi g^ ^ pr ^r, gf aitogg an^ gjdR dr 
PT'^/^cfr g^gg d aPR aid d f^dRg gR ^ t i dtagdd gd g^ d pr in 
PcR^ -tm (”• .■ 'p iM^ gd an I 


diPi ?jcg5 g5t g^j-g nfg ^r. nmd tagged md t afR fdg gipp cd md 
^ I ipgg ai^ gi gan fd gg? aging gdgg ^icfT gR^ gg ^ afR gg> agmg pgd gg 
t I gintfd dip] dgn ^ 4dd d1 mpd d1 d nig gR nggn t a^ apjd 
pd^ d csd d d1 d fdg md I fd-rd ^ 3T^ gd ift angm^ ^ 
nrgi ^ fdnd aildRigiRg g»jd am 1dg w nd i dm fd dRddtgci d ngds fdgi 
^ fd wt • M ^ ■ d fdg Tjd np gn gd dgnd gRdt a^ t tdnd #rt 
TP 5!r 1 ,.i6i a^jgi di dtgg d fdg>Tcn nr nd afR fd? Idten d gig mpid dt 


pRp n<F 


d nn m nd I 


dfr I 


m •’ft ftRftdtw gm gd d PR dr ang da d nr^ gnft d 1 thrift 


TRft ft FPi t fd Rgigg gRR d dfdfdfw d admr df at t fd gi dfa^td^ 
, d - ’ -fd’gdt TR ar^aing gd afR gftf df PiRnjd afdgftg emdpgRi d 


) 



[HFTin— 




arjiTt^ ^ ^ t I ^ gKf 

WfTOtt ^ WSFT ^ JT^^cTJot ^f^qR^T f^ W ^ I f^rf^ £[ 

^ ^ ^ HTftJcRDT gft f^^iii'?! ^ <1 I 

TJtRM ^ %TW. ^ 3lk t f?>I^ 

'fft^f^t^tl^c4 gRT ^ ml^lcnvui gRl Sr^j^YRd ^ ^ JPTT^ ^ cRJ^ t%^ 'jTT^ ^ 

gRT \TffcPT cil§'t^'H 'M*1lkf ^ JITg^JH fe I jnftTiJRw cRi ij'dl 

gRT ^ >TR Trag ^ ^ W ^ I 54^ ^ 

'(Tl<Tlclk;ci ^ 3imltiij)d JPIR ^ ■Yl'di 1% mscY 'Jc^RI f^fRir ^ "^cPT % M'<q 

cgfSRT gT^ git RRTM gR^t 'Jf^g ^T vJM^gg chl^gT^ gR^ ^ RT?#HgTgT 

^ W gTHT grf^ I 

(viii) RWT Rrtt Hgtchdiatt ^ fctoig g?t ^ gag gg^ gRT ggg g?t ^rt^gg RFig 
^ gggg gRT gi^g^ ^ ^ git gitggit? ^fnjggRT ^T ^ 3TW^ g| 

JTf^ ^ gTxf tt 3TTgf^ git t I 

ggg #fMTTcT % 'jttqg'Ml ^ gitg? gfitgR gg 3Tf?tg?R 5JT g^T 
WT gi^ gi^ ^ g)'^ gg «r?r cTgr an i gg ^?^tgg\ gi^rgr ^ i^ gi^ tt gitg^t 
gg ^ RgT^ ^ f^ gggTTR ■'ftt'fMgR f?!R^'( g^ b , gg R ^JggT gRT 3TT ^ gT I 
fHbTtt ^tt gf^gRTT n, grg gg g^ ggt g ^ ^ gr^t^ ^ggrmTj ag ggxft 

t I #?Mgc=T gRgRgr A '(ttbgui 3RTTT*' ^ gT 3fR g? ^ f^tM gRfifS# if |3TT 
aJT I ir gg?gT JTT^gJ ggg it 3gir gTbtt atWRJlRld RgggT3Tt git stR ^ ggt ^ tl 
RtWt^tTR it gT^tirgr g^ if 3TTf ?g 3WRIT%g RiRgiaft git |glggT?l ^ R<ftggg 
t 1 gg)[? ^ glgcft if ^ fiTgg git t?rfS[gT Cjg gg5'?fgit ^ 

art^TTF^ gR fcRIT ^ g^ gf^ gglcFTt gg JTFRH ggR^ ^ f^RJT RTg ^ 
Jigg^ ^ aricbRiigi ■'BTRgraft ^ ggi rt gggn t i 

^ #?MgR % ggrgT t. gTg ggRai ^fpRafcp ggat argfSr if 

gf'tgR gg atlatgRT gR(.t ^ eWgR git gg gRgr tr^ . atk gi^ if Rgr gi^g^ git 
f^gRTtt gi grg ^ IRURg ^ gRit g-s-ft I fcfgRg git aTggTgT fctRtt ^tt gtgt?tg ggtggT 
^ ^ gi^ gtgr I 

g^T t % ^ipg^ g?^ gftgR it ggRgJ g^Tgg WR ^(1 it I gag 
gg g^tggg gRT^ snlatgRg if itt #?tt^tTM % arf^Rjf^ ^ggt g^ 

gH if gitg^ ^ it-srgg jtk ggi t 1 


g?Rnjot ggg if, ^ftktt^tVR ^ RTgit 3TT^ if g>&g^ g5t 3TR-^ 

€IWRT it 3tg% gR^ git ajgRgT 343f?Tg g^ Rg^ I 2CX)1 ^ atg cR ^R^t 

gTRT if RgT gitg^ git ^ fit^T^ gR RTg ^ #^?MtJR ^RT STtfirgT ^R'] if 
■RMgR g^ '^fegitg git IWTgtgggg>gT gg ggl gRRT ^ I Pitg^b, ?R gtg gg 
gfMt^tgR gg glTcfT i" gg'Y ^RRt cRdd ^ ggggitg RttcygRTg ggj cbig'^l i^t ^ T^ 
git RTgg git g?g fchgl I 'rfl'tfld^tR ^ RRgg atlRicg gggr JTgpfT if gF 

'yRR'gg PftgT t ^fttTTgxM JWR gitggiR FTg if ^ g^ Pt^g 

RTg I gcvRgYtg ^ #gT f^ ggggitg ^ ^ggT^ it Rttg-I'< tff gt I 
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(ix) ^ ^ RRfira^ tRiT 4 1^ WET ^ RT^t ^ ^ 

^ sn, jrqig^3^ gRi "5^^ 1%^ ■RsRiJi iiRF?i ^ ^ ir^J^ 

EPT^ cfe 31MR 4)<A RR IFRIRJ % 1 '^Rl 3FR RTR^ 

RTf^raRR ^ R?^ tf Mr Mr rrt t ^ RiM rr Mth # RpMt 

fWR R? ^ "RTM RxET/tMh ^ RR^ MrI ^ 1^ RRRRtM R5t 
R# RER RTfRRT 1 

(x) RRVoEI ^ Rl^R^ xRDT it cF^ it M ^ cTRT SR R^tR^ Rf\ Ml# 

<^> <il ^ I Rfr RjcH? '^^l'(^l(^l^c^ ^RI (ifinct RR 3l1^Tf?^ t^RJ RIT^ ^ RTR ^TTR 

^ ^ ^ RRRRAT TftRRRTR RR Tfttl M RR 1 Ml ^ t RJ^ ^ Rtt 

TfRMRH ^ RftRRt RR 3IMR^ M Rfl^ c^ RRR RT^ it 1 Ml fcF anfMt 
RRTRtTR fc^O RRTRt t. Mt Rj R^tR^ R5l R ^ MMjct if ^ ^ 

in?lfirRi^R ^ R^ R RRRrAx if iFR^ ^ (cfvj I 

^ RRtRRTait ^ TtRIR ctRTRT t RF^R^ R^ M Rl^ it RtlRR^R MTRJTt 
if iTRif Rt TftRl ^ERi ^Rt ^ R^ Rfyif^ ^Rct Rj^Ttt c^ TW it aS^ RtRl% 
TMMc^ 3 3tRi|t M it Ril Ri^ir RR itRfi RR McR fRt I fR ^ R? 
StttoRR Rit^ R^f RET TIRkR I rI^ ^ R^ RI^Rt^ RR R^WR f%Rt RR1 t Rt 

TjRKfiRt c^ f^HTRj 3TTR7RRt RR^Rl^ R^?RT TttRf ^FR’ RR RRR ^ 1 RFf RT TRTR ^^3RT 
!R rM ^ % Mr fc^ Mt^Rl it TW I^RT t, 3tTRTR Rt^Rit RR ^ HR Rtl^t 
RJRR Rir OT^t RI^ Rj^Rit Rt M WIR # R^ RRT ait I ^ 3TRR? fiSiffi T? 
TRRRTrI'^4r 3 f%W'^ RH^ RTR Rfft^ HRl?tR 'RXffR TRaiT3tt if Rtlf RH^ ^ RTR ^ 
HHRTRt eft fc^ ^tr R5t ^ it T^tiTRRTH ^ tM iRif RR Mr MR RRt an I 

(xi) uniR tfr ^t ifnjRRFH RtRet it ?RT RTfRRRnn it Rf 1 c|MR Mt SR fcR cF^Rii T? 

fif:-?]HT HRR if R^ RIR ft ^ ^ I Rf fegTR MtftiH SRI 

dfRH RR TIMfR M HEt ^ RTR RgRif Rlil Rj^Rif c^ RTRcff if ft TERR HR if 
HT>X fPR 1 irit RtRHt if HRf^ RifRit ^ RRRRiR ^ RTR ft 

^Ttft I 

(xii) fRn t% ftftfRjH if RRR TftRRT tfiRT f TtWtfRlH SRI RIrHcI RR 3Tl?lil6''l RRif 

■r|j RIRR Rtf if nf R)fRif Rit fviif if ^Rf Rtfi^R fetHR ^3R I RS ffcTR HR it 
RfiRTR Rt KiRH^I R ftf Ran Rtf ij tTSHR RRH HRIR f Rf Rtfsit R?t TRRJ ftRJ 
ftRRRER if ifRtif Rtt aRRWRRR ^ RRRR ^ I itit RlRHt f (Tift sflRRlfitirRIR 
R^^ RTR) RTRI^ 3RRTRRI STR RR 3R4 rR RT^ RRif R^t Rlit^ it R^RRiR 

ftRRRTR if RT iftftftVH Rtf f R>fRii RR ^JRHRI RHlif RR^ Rf 3tRl^ Rf fSRR fJtX 
RIJR RtRif rMr it tif-.^^HP RIRI^ RTRRt ftRt I HR; ftft^RH ^ tclR 

Tfet ffRt t4> R? vfRR fif-^^PRt HRtf Rt ^RR ft RRR RifRif RR R-t^yf titRI RR 
liSRR RRR HtSR I 

(xiii) MtfURf if CfRt fSRt f f4l RR ^tftRRf RFTHt f RTJH M RV f^RR RRlit R^t 

Fi3'7f ■'tiff ^t Hfet 'RRRR ^ RRt (eh itR yyf§f r^ fiRTRR RRR f 4t Rf RRRR tffifRtit 
TRRRR Rt HRftR ftTR'Stft Rit RYit ft ifH ^ t I R? TftRtR RRRT ftRT fSRR 
HRlif Rf RfRift ?RliR Rf RRft f RRtf% ^3^ RTjft i[ft HSff M Rf Rf aft 



[■» 7 Flin— 7 f^ 4 ] 
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aTcjfgr ^r ^ if gii ^ ^ sir Riiwi jnri^ t^w^ciR ^ i ^ 
cRj?r TTTT gjt ^ ?R? jttrt (3tr) r# RHi ^ ^tig^n 

SRT: #7EpMt ^ ^ f^ cl? ^ 3Tni ^ 3TW Rt>t I 

t[ t ^nrr^ cIj tth c^ 3 t^?ir ^*14 ^ 34^ ^ ^ 3t^?tn crj^ ^ ^r 
MRf^Rl4t ^ Rt #Tcnft€t g4 tr4 # HFrat 3 ir4 27% clfei4 c^ 

t^ ?^cfJTcf ?l?RcT #n ^ETlf^ fWt ?H ^fW!T RT4-f4M ^ 

1 R 14^ tut t^^rut jit[r g? f44?i ^ \ ?Tsn14 #fn 
^ t #?Mtt^ g?r cit ^ TTO ^ t^rar an, sni: w ni(4nR«i ^tr^nM 
ci4 f44?[ 4cn t n? ^ ^ c^ t?t ^^?rut h^r | 

(xiv) jratnm# 4 cpt ^ wmiR ^tjTiiiRT ir #4 ^ itft^ ^ jt?^ 

jmR ^ ^ cf?T4/^5cRi4 (fcin? 3fR/f^4ne OTT?) ci> crj^ iI?t ^ ^ 

3m1^ nft ^ I n? R4tn?f cfRRi ^tm 4 ^^tgnj ^ 4t aPt i 

##4Pjer gRT T]^ RIcR?IT ^ cMHc^It: g^y # 4 \ 4 pTgf ^ 

f^+ciK c^ WT ^r 4 ^srt ntni | ngtg^Tait ^ ^fech>i g4 '^^4^11 ^ fc^ ^ajR 

c^ fc^yj 3i4f^ ^ ^3ncfi gRi git ^gncTH gR^ ^ 3imR xr 

vJT^j nRi^ T^ aff 1 f^arf^ if #iMxm ^ nrtTR girngiR grt 

^ irtir4 n???? jrM c^ f^Rft »tt git Rtgrgr ancRgg? g^ ^ l 

(xv) fw ngtggrsft 4 c^ifgt ?rt ^rfciRgg g^ gg ift ggrai t i g? giRtgRur cwtt 
gRT g^t g^ iRjcPi ^ ^ gft gfrg g^ gRgi ganft ggf ggg rirt ^ ^Figg Pr gff g^ 
ggajgr# ggg 4 g? gm g?^ # 5tg>Ri Pr an ^ 114^ ^hjg^l Rt^gt ^ g?g 
^ M ^ggg gft al^gj^ t , sfR greng g4g TTRgs (aPN-gt^ '<:4tg<d"iRg) gngg gn?gg 
?[?fr c^ agJtg gi^ ^PT # f^ror t i 

(xvi) #4t'(TgTjg ^ ??RMgcr SRi ‘gilM' afk f^ggt g?r gRgrgrsit ^ gR f4?r gg 

gRg^g gg ■itt ggrgi i #ggiM c^) ggicn - i ^ sggra-i ^ 7ts (i>) ^ 

gpT A 'gRt' 3lW 14gRT <54 wg, gR4 ^ g#5H ^jggit qRmgi 41 g^ t i ^ 
grt^gRg gRi ag^Rig 3igRg Rjggan 4 gMl^tgR c4 jRjcgit git efpj gR4 ij 
ggf4g n^gr ?iRPr ggp gf^g najcgii gg rtcr ^gg sgtfeg t i 4!^ <! t n i g4t4t g^t 
g4 c^ gig 4 ^ 3Tg^ f4g grg: e g^ ggi gft gug^t 31 ?: ^4Wt4tgc4 'gag gf^ ^ gag 
gf4 ' gg? git g^ gRgigi git TirPtc^ g41i gR ggg I jt?)!? #itt44TR ^ jpRt 
gWggi gg ^grag gR4 4i fcig gT?t ggg ^ 4t gmgrgr ?t ^flgarM gft g4 g^ 
gn 4 f^glRd ggg 4t Til<^^>441 jRjcgft gft g^;^ c4 ggtRg ^ ernj ?tgT 1 #4141 kid 
4 3 T 4 eTT gft di41 4 14) g? 31 # ggR tr ^gt^gR gR 3 # ?g ggg 4 gf 4 

3TTg?ggj ?t gt 3Tf4Rgg ^rj# gft gRi gftgR 1 

10 gRung'iggg, gg^gg gggitt 4 gan gi^^Rgi t4gR-f4g4 ^ ggarR xr, g? srrf^gRg RiHRifeg 
Rr4g gRgr ? - 

(i) 4t4t4tx;cf gRT 3Tg4 ggrag ^ gf44g^ ggg 4 g4 ^ gn git ggig 4g 4 grpj gR4 c4 
^igai 4 git^ grsg g^t 4 I 
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(ii) (^) mi A ^ wn sn ^ aral^j if m 

iTSKwi imi^ g^r ^fter^ tRfcmErgjVn i 

(^) 6i'<i cR-ici ^ aif^ygui R>k; ^ 311^ cn^ 

RTR^ ^i, 3Rri?I ^ ^ ^ cTTR iff ^ 

^ I 

(r) ^ ^ RTR^ ff Rfr #{fr^UloI gRT ri^HcH RR 3Tl?fWri f^ ^ 

■ITHr ITF^ ff R^ ^ ^f, 3l|4|lclct5 gRT sftR'RTf^gRgTT cfR-f ^ 

RT^ ^gg^iff ^ f^ 3TTcM IR^ RR^ g?t Hlfte ^ gif ffggglT^ 

^ gl ^ gl^ ff ^ RRcW gRK[ gflf gff 

aifl<g gg5 g^t 3fgf^ gjf i^'SRui RRIR g?JR gR^ ^ irflgH ff f^RJcgl STRfvf 
HHl vjirRi 1 

(iii) Rffijg^t^t RTfr RWefr ff f^Rfr 5 ^ gRg Wffei ^ 3Tffg ?r 

gitg^ RT cRJd IRI ifeRni RRl^ g?f gTiRff g^ SEJRtcf gRRg 3TTl (37%) 
1%Tfr ^ gTR?ff gj^If I 


TR- RrRR, 

l.fwigIII/IV/ 143 /W.J 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 22n(i Apnl, 2002 

No. TAMP/73/2001-CHPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48 nnd 49 of flic Major l^orl T nisls Act, 
196.1 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports disposes of the representations made by various port users and 
representative bodies of port users about tariff related issues arising out of the operational procedure introduced by the 
Chennai Container Terminal Limited (CCTL) in the initial phase of operation of its terminal as in the Order appended hcicto 

SCHEDULE 

Caie NO.TAMP/73/20Q1-CHPT 

Various port users and representative bodies — Appiicants 

of port users of the Chennai Container Terminai 

- Vs- 

Chennai Container Terminai Limited (CCTL) — Respondent 

O Ft P E R 

(Passed-orUhis 8th day of April 2002) 

This case relates to representations received from users about tariff issues arising out of 
the operational procedures introduced by the Chennai Container Terminal Limited (CCTL) in the initial 
phase of operation of its Terminal. 

1.2. This Authority had passed an Order on 4 December 2001 authorising the CCTL to levy 

charges as per the CHPT Scale of Rates for the services rendered as an interim measure till its proposal 
was disposed of. 
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2.1. At the joint hearing held on 18 January 2002 at the CHPT to consider the CCTL proposal 

for fixation of tariffs, representatives of various port user organisations had raised various operational and 
tariff related issues arising In the context of Implementation of the interim tariff approved for the CCTL. 
The Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industry (MCCI) and the Chennai Custom House Agents’ 
Association (CCHAA) had sent their representations before the joint hearing on some of these related 
issues, which were forwarded to the CCTL for comments. 


2.2. At this joint hearing, it was decided that another joint hearing would be held on 2 

February 2002 at the CHPT premises in Chennai to consider the tariff related issues and operational 
matters raised by the users in the context of implementation of the interim tariffs approved for the CCTL. 
All the users were advised to file their written submissions; and, also endorse a copy of the same to the 
CCTL simultaneously. 


3. The representations received from the Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industry 

(MCCI), Chennai Custom House Agents Association (CCHAA) and the written submissions filed by 
various users organisations are summarised below; 


The Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industry fMCCh 
A. Tariff Related lesues 


(I). The CCTL In order to over come the problem faced by them in operating the quay and 
yard equipment decided unilaterally without consulting the users to move all the boxes to 
an off-dock CFS outside the Port run by the CONCOR. 


(li). The CCTL moved the boxes from the hook of the vessel to CONCOR with no intimation 
to Trade; and, denied direct delivery of boxes at the yard. This resulted into levy of 
demurrage and storage charges which would not have been incurred if direct delivery 
from the Terminal was allowed. 


(iii). Since the consent and concurrence of the Trade was not obtained for such direct 
movements, the entire period from the day the Terminal was taken over till restoration of 
normal working may be treated as dies non. The trade shall not be made to suffer for 
the Inefficiency of the CCTL. 


(iv). When the boxes are moved from hook of the vessel to a CFS outside the Port, there is 
no deployment of the CCTL equipment other than the quay side gantry crane. Hence, 
out of the THC of Rs.141 SI- per 20’ and Rs.2125/- for 40' container, only Rs.70O/- and 
Rs.1185/- is leviable. 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY 


IP.wtIII—S nc.4] 


(v) . The tariff of Rs.625/- for 20’ and Rs.940/- for 40’ container with respect to transportation 

to and lift off at the CY shall not be collected from the Line. If it is collected the same 
shall be refunded. 

(vi) . After taking over the Container Terminal, the responsibility of the stevedoring rests with 

the CCTL and not with the Line, Hence, the Lines / Agents shall refund the on-board 
stevedoring component of Rs. 448/- per unit included in the THC. 

(vii) . The lift-off charges of Rs.350/- and Rs.515/-for20’ and 40’ container respectively which 

has been collected as a part of the THC shall be refunded in cases where the boxes 
were moved directly from the hook of the vessel to outside CFS. 

(viii). The wharfage on cargo assumes a built in provision to cover the normal storage of 
cargo. In the event of direct delivery, the cargo shall not enjoy the built in cushion for 
storage. That being so, the proportionate wharfage shall be refunded. 

(ix). The introduction of a new cost item of Rs.2000/- per box as Special Service Request 
(SSR) is unjust and without any legal sanction; and, hence deserves to be refunded. 

B. Procedure Related lesuee 

(i) . At the Joint hearing, the procedural aspects as regards handling the operations of the 

Container Terminal were accorded equal prominence as of tariff in view of the fact that 
procedure related matters do have implications for the tariffs. 

(11). The CCTL did not Inform the Trade of its procedures and practices after taking over the 
Terminal. There is no written documented procedure even now. This has lead to 
confusion at the Container Terminal. 

(ill). The Ministry of Finance has Introduced the concept of ‘Green Channel’ for reputed 
importers to bring down the transactional cost. This being a step in the right direction 
shall be allowed to continue at the CCTL. 

(iv) . There Is a provision In the CHPT tariff to carry out Customs Inspection of cargo within the 

port This practice is being followed for almost two decades. It helps to keep the costs 
under control. The CCTL must, be directed to retain the earlier practice. Time limit may, 
however, be prescribed for completing such operations to avoid pile up of cargo at the 
stack yard. 

(v) . All the operations existing before the take over as regards exports shall be retained. If at 

all any change is proposed, it has to be in consultation with the trade and users. 

(vi) . Due to militant activities of labour, its member firms are unable to either proceed with the 

shipment or seek alternative method of disposal of the cargo lying In the ’O’ yard. This 
has lead to additional financial losses. 

The Chennai Cuatom House Aaenf Association (CCHAA) 

(I). As per the rates prescribed in the existing Scale of Rates of the CHPT the tariff fpr 
movement of container from CPY to ‘O’ yard is Rs.1,040/- for a 20’ container and 
R8.1,5e0/-for a40’ container whereas the CCTL Is collecting Rs. 1,700/-and Rs.2,550/- 
for the same operation. 

(ii) . The CCTL levies charges for inspection of cargo on tonnage basis. This is a new levy 

and has not been proposed at all. 

(ill). A sum of R8.750/- for opening of package at the time of Customs inspection; and, 
R8.60/- for breaking one time seal is levied by the CCTL without approval of the TAMP. 
Such charges are not prescribed in the CHPT’s Scale of Rates. 
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Chennai Steamer Agents’ Association (CSAA^ 

(i) . Special Service Request (SSR) form does not specify whether the tariff applicable is for 

exports or imports. 

(ii) . Several items listed in the SSR also form part of the existing port tariff. Any specific tariff 

item can be considered only after the TAMP’s ruling; and, till such ruling, the existing 
tariff shall prevail. 

(iii) . The charges for change of delivery status from Chennai CY to ICD and vice versa must 

be specified. 

(iv) . The weights incorporated in the Form No.13 differ from EIR submitted as it is possible 

that the truck weight is also being included. 

(v) . Contrary to the assurance given by the CCTL to provide very efficient and cost effective 

service, the performance of the CCTL turned out to be quite unenviable rather, touched 
the negative end of the scale. Asa result the Feeder Operators increased the congestion 
surcharge up to US$ 200 per TED. 

(vi) . As the situation became uncontrollable, the CCTL started enbloc movement of 

containers to CONCOR throwing the entire trade into maximum hardship and 
consequent losses. 

The Container Shipping Lines Association (India) (CSLA) 

(i) . The CCTL has verbally advised that it will cease to collect charges hitherto collected by 

the CHPT from Shippers / Consignees relating to Cargo Wharfage and Demurrage; and, 
that such charges will be invoiced to Lines directly by the CCTL. Collection of such 
charges by Lines shall impose additional financial and administrative burden in way of 
Service Tax and Income Tax. 

(ii) . A tariff revision is pending before the TAMP and till final disposal of the matter, status 

quo must be maintained. 

J:p?rture from esta''*'s';'‘»d procedure ought to be made in writing, explaining the 
reasons for cnoi.j, '•'•’nf n modus operandi, and by following a consultative process. 

(iv). The SSR levied by the CCTL is noi.. 'thorised by the TAMP. 

The Tamil Chamber of Commerce (TCC) 

(i) . The entire congestion that prevailed at the time of take over of the Terminal has been 

solved; and, instead of vessels waiting for berth as on date the berth is waiting for 
vessels. 

(ii) . Eventhough, it is mentioned that the rates for billing is arrived based on various 

components of tariff approved by the TAMP, there is lot of ambiguity in the new 
procedure of billing as regards levy of SSR. 

(iii) . Huge demurrage have been paid by the importers due to delay in delivery of containers 

by the CCTL. The CCTL must refund the demurrage charges collected since the delay 
in delivery was due to failure on the part of the CCTL. 

The Hindustan Chamber of Commerce (HCC) 

(i). As many as 2000 plus boxes were lying in the yard when the CCTL took over the 
Terminal. These were not attended to by the private operator even after a fortnight since 
the concentration was to move the boxes from the hook. The importe. s were also 
denied delivery of the box. As a result all these boxes incurre - avoidable storage and 
demurrage charges purely due to the fault of the CCTL. 
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lii). The productivity of the CCTL for the first 30 days after the taking over the Terminal 
dropped drastically from 85 moves per shift per hook achieved by the CHPT in last 30 
days of handling the Terminal to 45 move per shift. 

(iii) . During the first month of operation of the terminal the CCTL blamed the pathetic 

condition of the equip'^'i -nt it had inherited from the CHPT as the reason for its non¬ 
performance. \A'ith tne same equipment and with only adding three reach stackers, the 
CCTL no" Claims to have reached high levels of efficiency, It appears that pathetic 
'•T'-2,lion of the equipment indicated by the CCTL was only a ploy to cover up its 
Tiadequacy. 

(iv) . Without giving any notice to the trade, the CCTL stopped direct delivery of all import 

boxes from the Terminal from the 8th December 2001 due to severe congestion in the 
Terminal (created by the CCTL). It started flushing out all the containers to the Off-Dock 
CFS of CONCOR and insisted the Trade to take possession of the containers from the 

CONCOR. 

(v) . The Trade was forced to pay all the penal charges like storage on the container and 

demurrage on the cargo even for the delays in removal of the container to the CONCOR 
CFS, which is an ac. viiy entirely undertaker by the CCTL. 

(vi) . There should be a specific bar for the Terminal operator to move the container to an off- 

dock CFS (unless specifically requested by the Importer) on his own for the first seven 
days of landing of the Importer to enjoy the demurrage free period, to complete ^ii 
required documentation and to cut don all additional cost that are suffered by out ward 
movement to an off-dock CFS. 

The entire period of restoration of the Terminal to normalcy may be treated as 
demurrage and storage free period. This free period may be extended to all boxes at 
Terminal or sent to the CONCOR by the CCT L. 

(vii) . It has reiterated the comments of the MCC as regards cu'Toms clearance carried out 

within the port by the CHPT. The option of carrying out th-' "st. tss fuiniai ties should 
rest with the Importer and delegated to private ♦ermi’''- operator. 

(viii). The option of clearance of a container from the Port or of its movement to an off-dock 
CFS should only De with the importer. 

(ix). it has reitera ■ views of the other users as regards as levy of SSR. 

(X). Procedures for bott receipt of py;'oi1 boxes and delivery of import contaj'^s shall be 
laid down taking into considera'ion the local conaitions and set practices. Any change of 
the set dow - idure can be 'y i.. ciTisuitatioi: with the trade and the users. 

(xi). The CCTL i i.ts also denied the facilities enjoyed by the Green Channel Importers to take 
possession of the cargo after carrying out the Customs verification of only the container 
number wr in she Terminal. 

(xii/. Vhen a single .shipping bill covering multiple containers is moved to the terminal one or 
'lore containers are not able to enter the gates before cutoff time due to long queue. As 
"esult apart ' - lousing connectivity to the ptanned vessel, an expo ter is forced to 
•: lit the cut. --is'.kcument causing lotof delay and additional cost along with payment of 

Ttother' 'F , 

(>>■: practice * waiver of demurrage charges during the period of detention of cargo by 

t a Tustorr*. may be continued as per the Order of the TAMP. 
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M/s. ITC Bhadrachalam Paperboards Limited 

(i) . The CCTL was devoid of any contingency plan despite knowing the fact that there would 

be teething problems initially when the Terminal is taken over. The Trade was totally 
kept in the dark of all the operations and procedures. 

(ii) . Penal charges of approximately Rs.75 lakhs covering cargo demurrage, container 

storage and container detention charges had to be paid due to lack of proper planning of 
the CCTL. 


(iii) . The trade shall not be compelled to pay penal chargesforthe inefficiency of theTerminai 

Opc' Citor. Penal charges collected by the CCTL whether it is cargo related or container 
specific must be refunded preferably with interest. 

(iv) . The track record of the CHPT in terms of direct delivery of import as compared to the 

CCTL’s performance immediately after the taking over the Terminal justifies its demand 
for waiver of penal charges. 

(v) . The CCTL had stopped direct delivery of co»'‘3iners; and, had shifted the containers to a 

CFS from the 8 December 2001 to the 2’ '^c.^mber 2001. Thus, it has no right to 
coilect any ground rent for storage of cargo or demurrage charges for this period or until 
such time the containers were moved to the CONCOR. Further the calculation of free 
days shall commence from the 23 December 2001 for the containers lying in the 
Container Yard of the Port. 


4.1. In response to the comments made by the MCCI and the CCHAA, the CCTL has 

submitted the following main points: 


(i) . The TAMP’s Order dated 4 December 2001 allows it to levy the rates prescribed in the 

existing CHPT Scale of Rates as an interim arrangement. Accordingly, it has followed 
the CHPT Scale of Rates 2001 as approved by the TAMP, The Order is silent on the 
issue of operating procedures. 

(ii) . On-board stevedoring charges of Rs. 448/- (plus 5% service tax thereon) levied by it is 

less than the charges levied by the CHPT. 

(iii) . Detailed operating procedures have been extensively circulated to all customers in the 

trade prior to commencement of Terminal operations through various presentations / 
formal gathering. 

(iv) . There was severe congestion coupled with poor availability of adequate yard equipment 

to facilitate normal operations. It was imperative to ensure that the available resources 
were used to an optimum level. Import yard inventory was fast reaching its maximum 
capacity and further continuation would have only meant complete closure of the 
Terminal. En-Bloc movement of imports is a standard operating procedure at most 
international terminals which helps to reduce dwell time and thereby allows quicker 
delivery to the end user. 

(v) . Despite the fact that Customs permission for en-bloc movement was received on 7 

December 2001, the actual movement post negotiations with CONCOR and TOA had 
. started only from 10 December 2001. This decision was not taken unilaterally; but, aft r 
detailed discussions with various organisations. 

(vi) . Lists of containers being moved to the CONCOR were sent to the CONCOR. Customs 

Steamer Agent and CCHAA. Further daily gate reports and yard inventory reports wer^ * 
also dispatched to the Steamer Agents. 

(vii) . Direct delivery was not terminated completely; but, was minimised. Several consignees 

were able to take the boxes directly from the yard. 
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(viii). There was no space to stow new arrivals due to pile up of impo". itainers. Thus, after 
careful consideration of the situation and only after discussions "■ t t"''.de 

bodies, the decision was taken to move the boxes directly from the hook to the CF'' ' ■ : 
few vessels. 

(ix) . Dies-non declaration depicts a scenario of total closure of the Terminal on force-majeure 

and cannot be Justified for sake of granting remission of storage charges. Though it 
does not admit any liability, it has agreed to review claims on a case-by-case and waive 
any “penal charges" if such charges have been incurred due to its inability to give 
delivery of containers. 

(x) . Within 25 days it has turned around the situation which was fraught with congestion and 

delays at the time of take over to a stage of no pre-berthing delays. This has come at a 
tremendous cost in terms of both equipment and man-hours spent. 

(xi) . '.he tariff has a provision for rebate only if the customer’s trailers are used for 

transportation of the container. The trailers for en-bloc movement were undertaken c.iis 
cost. Thus asking for rebates outside the approved tariffs Is not appropriate. 

(xii) . If the lines have collected an additional amount then this needs to be discussed with the 

respective lines. 

(xiii). Wharfage is applicable to all cargo moved via the wharf and as such seeking non- 
applicability of wharfage for containers moved en-bloc from the hook is invalid. 

(xiv). It has denied all procedures related issues raised by the MCCI. It has confirmed that all 
procedures had been adequately discussed with various asso^' ’■''n bodies; and, 
documented procedures were also circulated to various segments of trar' j 


(xv) . Green channel clearance had continued throughout the period of its opt''’at /ns 

(xvi) . Charges for movements from CPY to 'O’ Yard and inspection charges on tonnage basic 

as alleged by the CCHAA have neither been established, nor circulated and certainly not 
implemented. The Customs inspection was carried out at ‘O’ yard and CFS. 

(xvii). Approximately 95% of the boxes require only an 'On Wheel’ Inspection where the seal 
needs to be removed. A nominal fee of Rs. 50/- Is only levied for cutting this seal. 


(xviii). In case Customs require the cargo to be physically removed from the container dunng 
the course of the examination, then a destulTing / stuffing fee of Rs.375/- each is levied 
as per the existing CHPT tariff. 

(xlx). The congestion surcharge of US $ 200 has been withdrawn since we have completely 
cleared the backlog of vessels and there is no more congestion in the Terminal. It is 
further clarified that the average dally container throughput after take-over of the 
Terminal Is higher than the CHPT’s productivity. 

4.2. The CCTL has further submitted the following main points relating to the alleged levy of 

Special Se'Vice charges: 


(ij. The SSR Is at the request of the customer. It is the only documentary evidence of a 
special service requested by a customer and the requisite service provided by it. 

(ii). 'he SSR is not part of the routine service offered by it. In most cases the SSR becomes 
Acessary since the customer for whatever reasons is unable to adhere to the 
operational procedures laid down by It. It has illustrated three such cases where the 
operational procedures have not been complied with thereby necessiting a request for 
special service, in most cases 'free’ fall back solution is given by it; but, the same is not 
acceptable to the :'(?tomer. 
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(iii) . The rates for the SSR are strictly based as per the tariffs notified by the TAMP for 

different activities at the CHPT. Although the terminal may do several handlings to fulfil 
the SSR, the charges levied are for only one shifting. The charges for change of status 
from rail to road or vice versa or shut out are derived based on the rates applicable for 
shifting / lift-on/ lift-off operations. 

(iv) . The revenue realised by providing this special service is minimal. It is inconvenient to 

provide SSR; and, the CCTL would rather not provide this service at all. 

5.1. A Joint hearing In this was held on 2 February 2002 at the CHPT premises in Chennai. 

At the joint hearing, the following submissions were made: 

The Madras Chamber of Com merce and Industry (MCCh 

(i). No discussions were held with us. There was no understanding / agreement. All 
decisions taken by the CCTL were adhoc. 

(li). That the CCTL has taken over the Container Terminal of the CHPT has also not been 
notified. 

(iii) . The so-called meetings were held; but, there were no minutes of the meeting. It was 

one-way action. Notes were distributed; but, there was no concern for users views. 
Even the notes were not on the CCTL’s letter head. 

(iv) . A highly curtailed service was provided; but, with all the applicable charges. This is 

unfair. 

(v) . Before going to the TAMP, we had made representations to the CCTL. The CCTL has 

neither (yet) acknowledged nor (yet) replied. The CCTL has imposed Its systems 
unilaterally. 

(vi) . Green channel facility has been given the go by due to which unnecessary movement to 

‘O’ yard has become necessary, 

(vii) . Congestion may not be there now; but. It was there. Its systems cost extra expenditure. 

The CCTL must reimburse it to us. Even by their own admission, Trade interests were 
not consuited for the en-bloc movement. 

Chennai Steamer Agents’ Aa tpclatlon fCSAA) 

(i) . There were discussions; but, the final decision was taken by the CCTL unilaterally. 

Objections / points raised (for example, what Is GLD) in the discussions have not yet 
been clarified. 

(ii) . The P.N. was for movement of (old) containers congesting the yard. It was wrongly 

applied to cover even direct delivery of boxes from vessels. 

(iii) . Direct delivery of container was not given. Unnecessarily they were required to be 

shifted to the CFS. Why should we pay extra? Even in the future why should we pay 
extra? 

(iv) . SSR was not really a ’request’. A situation was created to compel us to ‘request’. 

(v) . In case of IMDG cargo the CHPT used to levy the special charges selectively whereas 

the CCTL levies it on all cargo. [The CCTL has clarified that there was a mistake made in 
two such cases which has since been rectified. ] 


The Chennai Custom Ho me Agents AfoclaHon (CCHAA) 
(I). We were never ’consulted’. We were only ‘Informed’. 
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(ii) . Customs has been made a fait accompli. The problem raised was about yard 

congestion. It was subverted to cover even off the hook deliveries. Delivery was denied 
at the yard even on duty paid (old) containers. 

(iii) . The P.N. was about congestion at the yard. The CCTL concentrated on movement from 

hook point to CFS. It is illegal. 

(iv) . Delay was by the CCTL, Why should users pay demurrage? 

(v) . The CCTL has no user orientation. They are only revenue oriented. 

(vi) . Delays due to detention for chemical examination shall not be charged. The CCTL must 

absorb this cost. 

(vii) . Definition of day is Midnight to Midnight, it is not co-termius with shifts and, therefore, it 

causes anomalies. Please sort out this matter. 

(viii). The arrangement between the CONCOR and the CCTL has hefty tariff implications. It 
must be examined. 

(ix) . There is no mention in the CHPT Scale of Rates about SSR and, therefore, it is not 

covered by the interim Order of the TAMP. It must be halted and all collections must be 
refunded. 

(x) . They refuse to take cash payments because of suspicion about fake notes. They insist 

on ‘pay orders’. This is unconstitutional and disrespect to the country. The CCTI_ must 
be duly instructed. 

(xi) . Users shall not be held responsible for the time taken by Customs to test. Hence no 

demurrage shall accrue. 

The Hindustan Chamber of Commerce (HCC) 

(i) . There was a meeting at th HCC. But, no action was l^ken on the points made. We 

complained to the Ministry of Shipping (MOS). The MOS asked their CMD to go to 
Chennai and hold a meeting with users. They held a meeting then. 

(ii) . The Concession Agreement (CA) says, they have to follow the systems and procedures 

of the CHPT. Any significant change can only be with the prior approval of the Licensor. 

(iii) . 'Discount' is on volume. ‘Rebate’ is on performance. ‘Waiver* can be given only by the 

port. The CCTL says they cannot give waivers. 

(Iv). As per the TAMP Guidelines, user Is not responsible for delaywcaused by the port. 
Here, all the delay was caused by the CCTL. The users shall notoe charged for that. 

(v) . If the CCTL charges rates not approved by the TAMP, the Concession Agreement (CA) 

provides for termination of lease by the CHPT. 

(vi) . Destuffing charges of Rs. 375/- is for a whole container. But, they charge more once on 

sample checking; and, again, on the whole container. 

(vii) . The CCTL’s whole attitude is wrong. It is hostile and totally money oriented. 

(viii). The CCTL’s CMD said that they would waive demurrage if the CHPT has no objection. 
The CHPT has no locus standi in demurrage. The CCTL must waive demumage. 


The Southern India Chamb er of Commerce and Induatrv fSICCI) 
(I). We fully endorse views of the HCC and MCCI. 
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(il). There were no meetings with users about procedures at the Terminal. The discussion 
was all about removing the congestion and the congestion surcharge. 

(III). In a revenue sharing situation, both the parties shall be concerned about user Interests. 

The Sea Food Exporter! Association of India (SFEAI) 

(I). 90% of reefer containers are from our side. 

(ii). We lose Rs. 60,000/- per container per month for delay in shipments. The CCTL has 
delayed It. They must bear the burden. 

(ill). The CHPT rates for refeer containers are higher than the TPT rates. Why should the 
CCTL increase it further? 

(iv). The charges for reefer containers shall not be denominated in dollar terms. 

The Tamil Chamber of Commerce and Induetrv (TCCI) 

(i) . There are unnecessary controversies due to ambiguities. The SSR is responsible for 

this. We hope there will be no SSR in future. 

■ (ii). Demurrage was due to delay in delivery. The request for refund of demurrage collected 
must be conceded. 

(ill). The TAMP must fix accountability of the CCTL in the Scale of Rates. Delays in delivery 
must be on the CCTL account. 

M/s. ITC Bhadrachalam Paperboards Limited 

(I). We are a major container user in Chennai. 

(ii) . We are happy with the change. We welcome the CCTL. Our representation is only 

about the past period i.e. 30 November 2001 to 26 December 2001. 

(iii) . We have given a detailed representation. Containers were delayed because of 

congestion/confusion. It is not our fault. We should not be held liable. 

(iv) . The CCTL had a special arrangement with the CONCOR. But, only fresh containers 

were moved from the hook point itself. Congestion was at the yard. Containers 
continued to lie there gathering ground rent and demurrage. We have paid Rs. 75.0 
lakhs. All this must be refunded. 

(v) . Our containers were at the yard. We had paid customs duty. Customs PN referred to 

delivery of duty paid containers on priority. Even then there was no delivery. Duty paid 
boxes were moved to CONCOR CFS even 15 days after the PN. 

(vi) . The CHPT used to clear 300 containers per day. In the first month, the CCTL with its 

best effort initially was able to clear 150 containers per day. How can we be held 
responsible for delay with such a low level of operation? 

(vii) . Allow retention of containers at the yard for a reasonable period of 7 days and then 

deliver from the yard. Thereafter, remove it to any place of the CCTL’s choice. 

gQNCfgB 

(i) . Our involvement was with respect to a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the 

CCTL. Otherwise, we fix our own tariff. 

(ii) . The CHPT tariff has not been automatically extended to our CF .S. We are charging as 

per MOU wit;' the CCTL. 
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(ill). Our tariffs are higher than the CHPT tariffs. By adopting the CHPT rates, we were 
charging less. The rates levied included charges for transportation and handling. 

(iv). Consultative meetings with users were held. Decisions were no doubt not taken there. 
But, problems were discussed, and concerns were addressed. 

The Container ShiPPino Lines Association (C8LA) 

(i). So many organisations have made so many serious complaints. Something is wrong, 
somewhere. The TAMP must concern itself. 

(II). All the issues raised have tariff implications. The TAMP must go into all of this. 

(iil). The CCTL is in a monopolistic position hence may be they feel free to behave as they 

please. In a competitive situation, they could not have done that. 


Indian National Shipowners’ Association (IN8A) & Shipping Corporation of India (SCn 

(i) . We have not been contacted by the CCTL at all. Only the CSLA has been In the picture. 

(ii) . We agree with the various comments made by different Chambers. 

(iii) . They claim greater efficiency. We concede improvement in efficiency. But, that should 

not result in increased cost. Their efficiency should lead to reduction In cost. 

(iv) . It Is their responsibility, In terms of the MPT Act, to discharge, store and deliver cargo. 

They must not pass on everything to users. 


The Chennai Port Tmet (CHPT) 

There was a meeting. The CMD of the CCTL did talk about waiver of penal charges. We have 
not been approached. If we are approached for a waiver, we will have to go to the Board. 


The Chennai Container Terminal Limited (CCTL) 

(I). The problem was all in the initial period. There were genuine transitional problems. We 
are willing to review and (if necessary) refund. 

(ii). How can they object that each of their Members were not addressed. We can and do 
deal only with Associations. 

(Hi). The CCHAA/CFSA discussed with the Customs, They left it to the Customs to draft and 
Issue the P,N. It was not our doing. 

(iv) . SSR becomes necessary when handling is required to be done outside our operating 

procedure. There is no compulsion. We have documentary proof. 

(v) . The income from SSR Is a small percentage of our revenue. It Is a great inconvenience 

to us. We are not doing it for our benefit; it is only for user’s benefit. 

(vi) . The itemised charges are all taken from the CHPT Scale of Rates. There can be some 

discrepancies in the figures indicated. But, we are collecting only the correct figure. If 
there is any excess collection, it will be refunded. 

(vii) . Inspection inside the port is a right. Where is the question of making a special service 

request for that? 


6. The CSLA has offered the following main points with reference to the submissions made 

by the CCTL at the joint hearing; 


(i). 


The TAMP is quite right in not involving itself in detailed operational issues at the CCTL 
or any other terminal, except insofar as such issues have tariff implications. 
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(il). Even though the CCTL hae undoubtedly raised Its game since It took over the 
management of the terminal, operational problems still remain. 

(III). The Lines, agents and more importantly the trade have expressed clear dissatisfaction 
with the response of the CCTL to the customers’ complaints. 

(v). The services offered by the CCTL neither gives value for money nor Is It cost effective. 
The CCTL behaves like a monopoly supplier. 

7. As agreed in the joint hearing the CCTL has furnished a copy of the MOD signed by the 

CCTL with the CONCOR about the movements from CCTL to the CONCOR CFS. It has also furnished a 
brief note In response to various issues raised at the joint hearing. It has reiterated some of the 
clarifications given by It earlier. In addition to these some of the main points given by the CCTL in the 
brief note are summarised as follows; 

(1). The container trade in Chennai Is stmctured such that there are many Interested parties 
as compared to the other ports. As the requirements of these parties are never the 
same, there are often times when decisions taken are not liked by one party or the other. 
Thus, the CCT followed the policy of hearing everyone and then reaching a decision that 
best suited the situation. 

(il). Inspection at the 'O' yard was not permitted due to restriction of yard space. 
Subsequently, after receiving representations from the trade the Inspection at the 'O' 
yard was allowed. It is to be noted that only 5% of all the FCL's are inspected at the ‘O’ 
yard. 

(iil). Sometimes even to get one parcel for Customs inspection the entire container has to be 
destuffed. Thus It has to deploy an entire gang as stand-by in addition to incurring the 
other fixed costs. In view of this it Is forced to levy the fun stuffIng/destuffing charge. 
There was complete agreement as regards levy of stufflng/dastufflng charge for the 
entire box (This was stated at the joint hearing.) 

(iv) . The number of direct delivery of boxes from the hook was not 50% as stated by the 

CONCOR ;but, much lower. This was done with the single objective of reducing the 
prevailing congestion. 

(v) . We have borne the cost of movement of container to the CONCOR. The representative 

of the CONCOR has also confirmed this at the joint hearing. The MOD with the 
CONCOR provides that the CCTL shall compensate the CONCOR for any loss arising 
from this en-bloc movement. 

8.1. The West Coast Paper Mills Limited has subsequently sent a representation stating that 
as agreed at the joint hearing all the relevant papers were submitted to the CCTL for consideration of 
waiver penal charges. In response to this the CCTL has clarified that it will be able to waive only 63% of 
the penal charges since the CHPT which collects 37% of the gross revenue, has turned down the request 
to waive its share. 

8.2. Some of the users have also given comments on the application for separate tariffs for 
Its operations proposed by the CCTL. Since these issues have been dealt with in the Order passed by 
this Authority on 6 March 2002 relating to fixation of tariffs for the container terminal operations at the 
Chennai Container Terminal these have not been included In the Instant case, 

9. With reference to the totality of Information collected during the processing of this case 

and baaed on the arguments advanced at the joint hearing, the following position emerges: 

/ 

<(1). This Authority does not ordinarily interfere In operational matters per se. Nevertheless, 
when operational procedures Inboduced give rise to tariff implications, this Authority has 
to adjudicate on such matters. 

(li). The application of the CCTL for fixation of tariffs based on Its own estimates and costs 
for container operations at Its terminal has already been disposed of by this Authority 


I 3>SO 9T-—5" 



34 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part in—S bc. 4] 


and a separate Scale of Rates for the CCTL has been notified. This case is confined 
only to some of the incidental and procedural Issues relating to the Initial phase of 
operation of the tanninal. That being so, the Issues raised by different users about the 
CCTL tariff application are not reievant to tNs proceeding as they have already been 
considered while notifying the separate Scale of Rates for the CCTL. 

(iii). Some of the users have alleged that the CCTL has not at all cortsulted the users before 
introducing its (revised) operational procedure. When the CCTL has listed out the 
various dates when it consulted different user-groups, the objections are that decisions 
taken by the CCTL were uniiaterai; no minutes of the meeting was circulated; all 
members were not invited; eta 

As has been pointed out by the CCTL, H held consultations with users to assess their 
viewpoints on different issues. It is to be recognised that perfect understanding between 
all concerned on all Issues may not be possible. Since the CCTL Is to operate the 
terminal, it has to take its decisions. 

This Authority Is constrained to observe that some of the issues raised by some users In 
this case are too trivial and in soma places bordering on hostility towards the CCTL. The 
users must' also appreciate the problems temporarily faced by the CCTL in the 
transitional phase and try to be accommodative. 

(Iv). From the date of its taking over of the Chennai Container Terminal till a separate Scale 
of Rates for its operations was notified, the CCTL was authorised to levy charges based 
on the edsting CHPT tariffs. One of the main issues agitated by the users is about the 
charges realised by the CCTL for Special Service Request (SSR). It has been argued 
that the charges realised are totally new and clearly unauthorised. Even though the SSR 
covers various situations, it clearly emerges from the clarifications offered by the CCTL 
that it has gorie out of the way to provide these services on special requests; and, the 
activities involved are primarily lift on / lift off and transportation within the terminal. And, 
the CHPT Scale of Rates contains specific charges for these components of services. 
While there can be no denial of such services physically provided by the terminal 
operator, the argument can be that they should fomi part of the terminal’s services for 
which a composite charge is paid. It Is noteworthy that the CHPT Scale of Rates 
Identifies specifically the services to be provided against the levy of such a composite 
handling charge; the services covered under the SSR are not such Identified services. 
That being so, It is unreasonable to expect a terminal operator to provide free-of-cost 
services required by the Trade. Considering the fact that the charges levied by the 
CCTL are based on notified tariffs, there cannot be any objection to admissibility of such 
levies. The CCTL has admitted that there was some discrepancy in the tariff applied in 
one or two cases and agreed to rectify them by refunding the excess collection. 

(V). The MCCI and the CCHAA have objected to shifting of containers to 0-Yard for Customs 
inspection. It is to be recognised that Customs Inspection cannot take place at the 
normal Storage Yard or at the Gate. There has to be a designated place for such 
Inspection. Further, it is a matter for the Customs to decide on the place where It will 
carry out such Inspections. It Is not dear how a terminal operator can unilaterally dedde 
on such location. Incidentally, the CHPT has also Indicated that containers were 
Inspected at a separate specified Yard by the Customs even when the temilnal was 
operated by it. In lifting the containers to the O Yard, the CCTL has provided additional 
transportation, lift on, and lift off; and, such services have been charged as per the 
notified tariffs. That being so, there does not appear to be any wrong application of the 
Scale of Rates by the CCTL. 

(vO. Another Issue posed for consideration is about the charges levied for sample cheeks by 
the Customs. Some of the users have pointed out that the rate of Rs.376/- per TEU for 
stuffing / de-stuffing is for the services provided to the whole container; and, In sample 
checks, the Customs draws out only two or three packets. In this circumstance, levy of 
charges prescribed for stuffing / de-stufflng of a full container is not justifiable. 
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In the Scale of Rates notified for the CCTL, this Authority has already prescribed stuffing/ 
de-stuffing charges for half-a-contalner. Such a prescription was not available in the 
CHPT Scale of Rates. 

In Customs sample checks, the contents are to be drawn out and again put back. This 
means that there Is one operation of de-stuffing and one operation of stuffing. Even 
though the Customs may physically verify contents of only a few packets, the samples 
are drawn at random which necessitates removal of several others to gain .access to the 
identified samples. As has been pointed out by the CCTL, it has to deploy a full 
complement of labour for this operation so that samples identified by the Customs cc; ■ 
be taken out from the container and again the contents can be repositioned properly 
after inspection. 

Here, again, there does not appear to be any wrong application of the (then) Scale of 
Rates by the CCTL. 

(vli). The HCC has pointed out that the Concession Agreement requires the CCTL to follow 
the systems and procedures of the CHPT and any significant change can only be 
introduced with the approval of the Licensor. We do not find any significant change in 
operational procedure giving rise to tariff Implications have been made by the CCTL. In 
any case, enforcing the provisions of the Concession Agreement is not the responsibility 
of this Authority. 

The HCC has also pointed out another provision in the Concession Agreement providing 
for termination of the License (by the CHPT) if tne CCTL levies charges not approved by 
this Authority. This Authority does not find any wrong application of the Scale of Rates 
by the CCTL. Even if the CCTL had levied unauthorised charges, as has already been 
pointed out, the aggrieved party has to approach the Licensor for taking appropriate 
action for termination of the License. 

(viil). Almost all the users have objected to the procedure adopted by the CCTL to move 
containers en bloc to the CONCOR CFS in view of delays and additional cost suffered by 
them. 

When the CCTL took overthe container terminal from the CHPT, there was a congestion 
in the Container Yard. The users have also acknowledged this fact. It has to be 
recognised that congestion in the yard was not the sole making of the CCTL; it was an 
Inherited legacy. In any project, irrespective of its magnitude, there may be some 
teething problems in the iniual phase. In the CCTL project, the transition was abrupt and 
that too under a relatively hostile circumstance. These factors also add up to some 
unanticipated problems In the Initial phase. The CCTL has honestly admitted such 
unforeseen problems erupting in the initial phase. In cases like this, such eventualities 
can be avoided if the handing over of operations was carried out in a phased manner 
irrespective of the legal and technical take-over by the Licensee on the appointed day. 

As has been pointed out by the CCTL, the alternate course of action available to it would 
have been to close down the terminal temporarily immediately on take over; and, to 
resume operations only after clearing the congestion in the yard. This option would not 
have been in the interests of all concerned. 

It Is a fact that the storage space available in the Chennai Container Terminal Is li Tiited. 
Recognising this fact, this Authority has also increased the storage charg'iis for 
containers in the separate Scale of Rates already notified for the CCTL. 

It does not appear to be an unreasonable arrangement, given the clrcumstpnces 
encountered by the CCTL at the material time, to shift the containers to an off-dock ( :FS. 
That the congestion was totally cleared by end-December 2001 shows the efficacy cif the 
approach adopted by the CCTL in the initial phase. Undoubtedly, it goes to the cred t of 
the CCTL to bear the cost of transporting the containers from the terminal to he 
CONCOR CFS, In its attempt to maintain reasonableness, the CCTL has also enst ed 
that the CHPT charges are levied by the CONCOR even at its CFS. It is noteworthy r at 
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the CONCOR rates are higher than the CHPT rates as admitted by the CONCOR at the 
Joint hearing. 

(ix) . At the joint hearing, the CCTL has offered to review on a case-to-case basis for 

refunding storage charges paid by the users in the initiai phase when the container yard 
was congested. As has already been held by this Authority in many other cases, the 
guiding principle in settling such cases has to be that users shall not be made 
responsible for delays caused by the port / terminal. 

(x) . In the initial phase of operation when the yard was congested, there were two scenarios 

of clearance of containers. The containers which arrived after the CCTL had taken over 
the terminal were sent directly to the CONCOR CFS for effecting delivery. The other 
category was those containers which remained in the yard when the CCTL took over the 
terminal. As has been pointed by the ITC Bhadrachalam Limited, the second category of 
containers was not accorded any priority in effecting delivery either at the CCTL tenninal 
itself or for moving to the CONCOR CFS. 

Some of the users have alleged that permission granted by the Customs for en bloc 
movement of containers to the CONCOR CFS was only in respect of old containers 
whereas the CCTL had chosen to move even the fresh arrivals. This is not an issue for 
this Authority to interfere with. If there is any breach of the permission granted, it is for 
the Customs to take necessary action against the defaulter. 

It Is relevant here to remember that, as has been clarified by the CCTL, there was no 
space to stow new arrivals due to pile up of import containers. Thus, after careful 
consideration of the situation and only after discussions with the relevant trade bodies, 
the decision was taken to move the boxes directly from the hook to the CFS foi r few 
vessels. 

(xi) . In a case relating to the JNPT CFS, this Authority had held that free time on containers 

shall commence only after they reached the CFS. This principle will equally apply In the 
cases of containers arriving after the CCTL had taken over the terminal. In such cases, 
the free period shall commence only after the containers reached the CONCOR CFS. 

(xii) . As admitted by the CCTL, there has been some genuine delay in moving those 

containers which were lying in the yard at the time of the CCTL take over. This delay 
has primarily been attributed to non-availability of transport and the necessity to move 
the fresh arrivals to the off-dock CFS for want of storage space in the yard. In such 
cases, it may be reasonable to treat the period from the date of the concerned importer 
filing an application for delivery {after observing all formalities) till the date of making the 
containers available at the CONCOR CFS or in the CCTL yard Itself for delivery as free 
period for purposes of levying storage charges. It is, therefore, reasonable for the CCTL 
to refund storage charges on such containers levied even during such free period. 

(xill). The CCTL has argued that it can refund storage charges in admissible cases to the 
extent of only 63% of the charges realised since the balance has already been remitted 
to the CHPT under the revenue-sharing amangement envisaged in the Concession 
Agreement. It is to be recognised that refund of storage charges is to be made since 
they have been collected for a period when there was a congestion in the yard for which 
users cannot be held responsible. Since the charges levied cannot strictly be called as 
an admissible revenue to the CCTL, it may not be reasonable for the CHPT to seek Its 
share from that income. Even if these charges were admissible and realised in terms of 
the Scale of Rates, in consideration of the circumstances, the CHPT must sportingly 
agree to refund its share of 37% in all such cases where the CCTL decides, subject to 
the guidelines now prescribed, to refund the storage charges levied on such containers. 
After all, as has already been mentioned, the CCTL had only inherited a congested yard. 
This Authority, therefore, directs the CHPT to refund its share of storage charges 
remitted by the CCTL on account of such containers. 

(xiv). The users have also objected to levy of transportation and lift on / off components of the 
composite handling charges in the case of containers directly moved to the CONCOR 
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CFS. It is to be admitted that the services were not provided within the terminal. But, by 
virtue of the arrangement introduced by the CCTL, the CONCOR CFS has to be seen as 
an extension of CCTL yard. From the users point of view, all services required to make 
their containers ready for delivery were provided against the payment made by them to 
the CCTL. That being so, it will not be necessary for the CCTL to refund any part of the 
handling charges on containers directly moved to the CONCOR CFS. 

(xv) . Some of the users have also raised an issue about excess recovery of THC by Lines. 

This Authority will not go into the issues concerning THC levied by the Lines. 
Nevertheless, it has already come into light in a proceeding relating to the Mumbai Port 
Trust that THC is reimbursement of costs incun-ed by Lines; and, on-board stevedoring 
cost forms part of ocean freight under liner terms. 

(xvi) . The CCHAA has raised an issue about changes in the definition of 'shifts’ and 'days' 

made by the CCTL. Clause (k) of Chapter-I; Book-I of the CHPT defines ‘shift ‘ and 'day' 
for the purposes of their application in the Scale of Rates. The Interim arrangement 
Ordered by this Authority required the CCTL to follow the CHPT tariffs including the 
existing conditionalities governing the application of tariffs. Since the CHPT Scale of 
Rates specifies that 'day' shall be reckoned from 6 A.M. of a day to 6 A.M. on the 
following day, the CCTL could not have Introduced a new definition of 'midnight to 
midnight’. Likewise, irrespective of the shift timings adopted by the CCTL for operating 
Its terminal, the timings prescribed in the CHPT Scale of Rates will be applicable for the 
purpose of levying the CHPT tariffs. The CCTL is required to review its billing made and 
refund excess collections. If any, on this account. 

10. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 

mind, this Authority decides as follows; 

(i) . There is no evidence of any wrong application of the Scale of Rates by the CCTL during 

the initial phase of its operation. 

(ii) . (a). The CCTL shall consider refunding of storage charges levied on containers 

during the period when its yard was congested. 

(b) . In the case of new containers arriving after the CCTL had taken over the 

terminal, the free period shall commence only after the containers reached the 
CONCOR CFS. 

(c) . In the case of those containers which remained in the yard at the time of the 

taking over of the terminal by the CCTL, the period from the date of the 
concerned importer filing an application for delivery (after observing all 
formalities) till the date of making the containers available at the CONCOR CFS 
or at the CCTL yard itself for delivery shall be counted as free period for 
purposes of levying storage charges. 

(iii) . The CHPT shall refund Its share (37%) of revenue in all such cases where the CCTL 

allows, subject to the guidelines now prescribed, for refund of the storage charges levied 
on such containers. 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
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